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THESIS 

Actual  Entities: 
A  Study  oj  A.  -V.  Whitehead's  Theory  of  Reality. 

(.\bstract) 

Alfred  North  Whitehead  proposes  to  "frame  a  coherent,  logical,  necessary 
system  of  general  ideas  in  terms  of  which  everv'  element  in  our  experience 
can  be  interpreted'.   (Process  and  Reality,  p.  4) 

These  general  ideas  (Categories)  are  numerous,  forty-five  in  all.  How- 
ever, there  are  two  which  "stand  out  with  a  certain  extreme  finalitj".  {Ibid., 
p.  33)     These  are  the  categories :  'actual  entity'  and  'eternal  object'. 

"The  categor\'  'actual  entity'  is  the  term  Whitehead  uses  to  designate  the 
final  real  things  of  which  the  universe  is  made.  In  his  opinion,  it  is  necessary 
to  focus  attention  on  the  notions  of  'creativitv-',  'many'  and  'one',  in  order  to 
understand  the  nature  of  actual  entities.  The  categorj'  'eternal  object'  is  the 
term  Whitehead  employs  to  designate  the  realm  of  'pure  potentials'. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  this  project  to  state  and  critically  evaluate  White- 
head's theorj-  of  actual  entities.  'This  also  inevitably  involves  a  discussion  of 
eternal  objects. 

The  implications  of  his  consideration  of  'creativity-',  'one'  and  'many'  have 
been  indicated  by  comparative  reference  to  the  work  of  other  philosophers 
who  have  dealt  with  these  topics.  The  weaknesses  found  in  traditional  formu- 
lations have  been  noted.  An  effort  has  been  made  to  determine  whether  or 
not  \A'hitehead  has  been  able  to  offer  a  genuine  solution  for  any  of  these 
problems,  (for  example,  in  the  case  of  'purpose",  'space  and  time',  'freedom', 
"relations',  'value',  'identity  and  permanence'). 


T 


The  criterion  which  has  been  used  in  evaluating  the  work  of  Whitehead, 
and  that  of  other  thinkers  whose  philosophy  he  seeks  to  correct,  is  that  set  up 
hy  Whitehead  hiniseh'.  Whitehead  has  stated :  "The  starting  point  for  thought 
is  the  analytic  observation  of  components  of  "experience'."  (Ibid.,  p.  6)  "Meta- 
physical categories  are  not  dogmatic  statements  of  the  obvious.  They  are 
tentative  formulations  of  the  ultimate  generalities'  discoverable  in  all  actual 
experience.  (Ibid.,  p.  12)  Time  after  time,  in  his  writings  and  conversation, 
\\  hitehead  repeats  the  claim  that  his  philosophical  categories  are  derived  from 
an  observation  of  facts  and  functions  discoverable  in  the  ordinary  experience 
111  unbiased  'common  sense'  individuals.  Philosophical  categories  are  state- 
ments (or  descriptions)  of  the  "principles'  (patterns)  exeniplitied  in  all  ex- 
perience. Whitehead  admits  that  it  is  easy  to  expose  the  defects  of  "common 
sinse'  and  "ordinary  experience'.  The  common  sense  of  one  generation  is  the 
"discredited  mythology'  of  a  more  enlightened  age.  Despite  all  this,  there  is 
a  general  and  common  agreement  among  all  "normal'  individuals  concerning 
certain  facts,  principles  and  types  of  experience.  In  our  non-ultrametaphysical 
moments  we  all  live  in  a  common  world,  and  agree  in  the  use  of  a  common 

universe  of  discourse.  t>f/TT»n»r 

Whitehead's   'philosophy'   is  taken   to  be  that   which   is   expressed   in   his  KAAJij  XX 

four  most  recent  books :  Science  and  the  Modern  World.  Process  and  Reality, 
Adventures  of  Ideas,  .Xature  and  Life.  These,  he  considers  to  be  the  best 
expression  of  his  metaphysical  position. 

It  is  evident  from  an  examination  of  Whitehead's  philosophy  of  organism 
that  "his  course  of  procedure  is  to  give  a  comprehensive  description  of  human 
e.xperietice  and  then  to  take  this  description  as  the  key  to  the  nature  of  realitj-.'' 
( C.  W.  Morris,  Si.r  Theories  of  Mind.  p.  1831  Whitehead  explicitly  acknowl- 
edges this  fact  by  comparing  his  position  with  that  formulated  by  Bradley. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  Bradley  held  that  "feeling"  is  the  basic  activitj'  of 
experience.  His  analysis  of  a  moment  of  experience  runs  thus :  "'In  my  general 
feeling  at  any  moment  there  is  more  than  the  objects  before  me,  and  no  per- 
ception of  objects  will  e.xhaust  the  sense  of  living  emotion."  (F.  H.  Bradley, 
Essays  on  Truth  and  Reality,  p.  159)  This  experience  is  characterized  as  a 
'"unity  of  many  in  one".  Proceeding  on  the  basis  of  Bradley's  analysis.  White- 
head substitutes  different  terms  for  those  used  by  Bradley.  He  states :  "I 
analyse  a  feeling  (or  prehension)  into  the  'datum',  which  is  Bradley's  'object 
before  me',  into  the  "subjective  form'  which  is  Bradley's  "living  emotion',  and 
into  the  'subject'  which  is  Bradley's  'me'."  (Adventures  of  Ideas,  p.  297) 
"  Having  noted  the  fact  that  human  beings  are  aware  of  'as  yet  unrealized' 
possibilities.  Whitehead  formulates  his  catcgorj'  of  "eternal  object". 

In  the  development  of  the  thesis  project,  certain  relevant  matters  have  been 
dealt  with:  1.  .\n  effort  has  been  made  to  indicate  types  of  experience  which 
Whitehead  analyzes  in  order  to  obtain  the  information  which  he  uses  in  formu- 
lating his  theory  of  reality.  2.  In  stating  the  implications  of  certain  of  White- 
head's theories,  care  has  been  taken  to  correct  a  number  of  recent  misinterpre- 
tations. 3.  .\n  attempt  has  been  made  to  indicate  in  what  sense  Whitehead 
may  be  called  a  'panpsychist',  and  how  he  differs  from  most  panpsychisfs. 
4.  Whitehead  claims  relationships  with  Platonism,  and  the  positions  of  Bradley 
and  James.  .An  examination  of  this  matter  has  been  attempted.  The  conclusion 
is  that  such  relationships  are  not  very  profound.  5.  This  thesis  emphasizes  the 
fact  that  Whitehead  proposes  to  regard  God  as  a  genuine  actual  entity,  not 
merely  the  name  for  the  joint  activities  of  many  entities.  6.  Reference  has 
been  made  to  the  basic  differences  which  distinguish  Whitehead's  "philosophy 
of  organism"  from  the  traditional  "substance"  theories  of  reality. 
The  critical  part  of  the  thesis  develops  the  following  topics. 
The  advisability  of  interpreting  all  real  entities  by  means  of  categories 
applicable  to  human  experience,  has  been  questioned.     Whitehead's  position  is- 


*hus  exposed  to  some  (not  all)  of  the  usual  objections  to  panpsychism. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  "philosophy  of  organism"  is  unable  (within 
the  circle  of  its  categories)  to  account  for  the  emergence  of  novel  organic 
characteristics.  That  is  to  say,  in  its  present  form  Whitehead's  philosophy 
does  not  admit  the  presence  in  an  organism  (society)  of  any  qualities  which 
can  not  be  found  in  its  component  actual  entities.  This  also  involves  the 
question  as  to  whether  Whitehead  gives  sufficient  recognition  to  the  element 
of  identity  which  characterizes  enduring  societies,  i.e.,  persons  and  things. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  God  cannot,  consistently,  be  regarded  as  an 
'ordinary'  actual  entity. 

The  validity  of  Whitehead's  analysis  of  the  process  of  perception  has 
been  criticised.  Whitehead  emphasizes  the  claim  that  we  have  no  direct 
experience  of  the  external  world.  Data  derived  from  past  bodily  states  are 
'projected'. 

On  the  basis  of  this  examination  and  resultant  criticism,  the  conclusion  has 
been  reached  that,  despite  many  valuable  insights.  Whitehead's  system  of 
general  ideas  is,  in  its  entirety,  neither  coherent  nor  necessary.  It  has  been 
further  claimed  that  some  elements  in  experience  cannot  be  interpreted  by  this 
System  of  general  ideas. 

The  'thesis'  to  be  defended  is  this :  Whitehead,  unlike  many  philosophers, 
formulates  a  metaphysics  which  does  justice  to  a  number  of  "common  sense' 
insights.  He  holds  that  there  are  many  real  entities,  which  are  externally 
related  (as  well  as  internally),  in  a  world  in  which  change  (process)  actually 
occurs.  God  is  not  directly  responsible  for  everything  which  takes  place. 
However,  on  the  basis  of  his  own  criterion.  Whitehead's  metaphysics  is  open 
to  considerable  criticism.  His  'categories'  do  not  seem  to  be  applicable  to 
(descriptive  of)  certain  phases  of  experience.  There  are,  in  addition  several 
internal    inconsistencies. 
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PREFACE 

In  recent  yc  rs  conte.^vri  vv   ;i..ilv--.viii.tro  have  teen 
either  cpijalled  or  dcllf;hted  ty  the  cppeerancc  of 
A,  H,  rahltehead's  Essay  In  Cosmology,  I^oceoo  raid  i^cf  llty. 
It  proposes  to  "franc  a  coherent,  loglccl,  necescc.rj' 
syeteiD  of  cener&l  ideas  In  terns  of  which  every  elenent 
of  our  experience  can  "be  interpreted,"  (1) 

In  this  treatise,  VVhitohead  sets  out  to  dcliner.te 
the  nGture  of  the  "real"  "beingB  or  things  in  the  universe. 
In  his  opinion,  "the  ultinate  notions  involved  in  the 
neenine:  of  the  synonymous  terns  *thl?T-',  »>ciiT^'(rnd) 
•entity' "(wTiltcher.d  prefers  the  terii  'cntit;  M'V.re 
♦crertivity' ,  »niany»  nnd  »one*."  (£) 

Theep  cnnacv.tc   cr  rrther,  the  rencrr''  'ons 

Inplled  "by  tiiec,  long  cjid  tortuouti  history. 

By  their  use  Vhitehead  deliterrtely  sets  hinsclf  in  the 
nidGt  of  a  creat  tradition,-  which  is  filled  with 
ceaseless  conflict,  darlcened  "by  tmsolved  prohlc  c, 
illTL-iinated  "by  flashes  of  inaifrht, 

She  ori/?in  or  creation  of  persons  and  thin^  has 
"been  accounted  for  in  various  ways.  Gods  or  atoms  have 
"been  invoiced  "by  pious  or  hard -headed  philosophers.  Also, 


(1)  A,  li.  Wliitehcr.f' ,  -v.^^^- .  .->^  Repllty  ^*  ^- 

(/.ll  ref<  '^:       T      11  Ian  Edition, 

Hew  YorV  j-S  .9,  iiiil<;oS  of  crv.it.€  specified) 
(D  Ihid  V,   n   Brackets  mine. 


11 

the  stf^tus   of  these  atoiriB,   tbin^,    -.fvriorm  hr.n  T^ecn  the 
s-uTD^cct  of  nuch  dlBCusoion.     It  con  clari  : 

1,  atoms  o.rc  the  ultimate  real  entltleo,-    ;(-:  - 
thlncB  CJ^  derived;  £•  Persons  nlono  nr.  '.     'xY.lacQ 

and  c.tomc  are  merely  ideas  in  a  i>erson'e  nind,  5,  i'here 
is  one  rcEl  'belnc  o^  V7hlch  atoms,  thln^rs  oni*   persons  are 
mere  siiperflclpl  appearcjicoa ,  IncT-lnr  iTjerralne  reality 
ontirelj';  4.  khere  Is  one  crert  rceervclr  of  "beln^" 
fron  V7hlcb  strcan  forth  persons,  thinijs  and  "Ideae", 
They  are  however,  not  ultlr.f  te.      iorllty  Is  one;  o,  llhere 
1b  one  supre  c   !  r --■       ^-ho  maVes  persons  and  thln^, 
conferring  on  them  a  lesser  ^Ind  of  rcellty  (If  vjsy  at 
all),  G.  ahe  persons  and  thln^  of  the  world  ore  orOy 
oanlfestatlons  of  the  ''one"  rerl  "forr",   "idea"  or 

"eBoence", 11  these  taattere  have  T^een  dlsoiiaccd 

under  the  heading:   "the  one  end  the  mruiy,''     Ihere  1b  In 
addition  the  problen  an   uO  whether  there  is  onlj'  one 
kind  of  entity,  real  or  "apparent",-  or  nany  Irindc, 

It  is  the  purpooe  of  this  project  to  otr.te  cr.d 
crltlct^lly  evnluf^-te  '.Vhltehe?  d»8  theory  of  "actual  entitles." 

2.'h«  implications  of  his  discussion  of  '  erc^.tivlty" 
and  "the  one  and  the  laaay"  have  "been  Indicf  ted  "by  neons 
of  a  conparntive  reference  to  the  worlc  of  other  men,  vho 
hare  dealt  v/ith  these  toT^lcc.     The  treaknessee  found  In 
traditional  f ornrulatioi  i         -c  "!  ren  noted.     -  n  effort  ha« 


ill 

been  nc^e  to  detcmlne  v/hct};er  or  not  \ihi  z  has  been 

able  to  offer  r.  ,'^entLlne  solution  for  r-ny  of   . 
protlcns, 

The  crltc2'lon  v.i-xcja  "    •  cd  In  evRlt 

tlie  Xfork  of  V-liitehead,  and  that  of  other  thlnJors,  whose 
pliilooopJiy  h©  seeke  to  correct,   la  thrt  f.ct  n-n  by 
Whitehead  himself, 

VOiitehcad  h&e  stated ,  -     the  stextin^:  point  of  thot 
^s  the  rjial^rtlc  otccrvatlon  of  copponcnts  of  "c3merie.nGc. 
(I.e.  the  objects  carperlenced  and  the  cot  of  experiencing 
"MctP-physlcal  Cr,tGcorles  ere  not  dogiactic  statements  of 
the  obvlotis;      they  are  tentative  fort7uI.?.tlons  of  the 
ultlnrte  senerclltlcc'    (1)  discoverable  In    ,11  &cttiGl 
experience—  Tl^e  after  tlr.e,   in  his  Tsnrltin^  r.nd  In 
conversation,  VHiltehefvd  repeats  the  clrln  thrt  his 
phllosophlcr.l  categories  !'TC  derived  from  an  observation 
of  facts  rjid  functlonB  discoverable  In  the  ordlncry 
experience  of  unbiased  "connon  scnce"  indlviduclts , 
PhlloGophical  cctceorloa  are  ctctOLients  (or  desorlptlons) 
of  the  "princlplcG"  (patterns)  czcnplified  In  all 
experience ,   (£) 


(1) 


.  V.Tiitc'— -  \  Iroceos  and  neo-litv  p.  li: 
•Inin,  ■' 


itl)       "en  Mtc:  .         at  ''comon  ccnBc"  notions 

(  Cf.  A.  :;.  ^.:  "  ■   ,:;■/;--  '       ' ' "   '  •  pter  I  ), 
he  is  referri  .e  of  those 

who  hfve  been  corrupted  by  tl:e  sedTictlvc  Influence  of 
metaphysics , 


It 


?  ViTiltehecd'8  poeltlon;-  hlc  criticlen  of  other 

thii- ...  ^        "  hlc  conctructlve  f  orntLTrtlcnn , 1g 

cvalxifited  on.  the  taels  of  ordinr.ry  co  "   —  --,4^. 

ftyyi  the  laiorled^  derived  fros  It. 


1) 


^e  "'.  ■'  \7hlch  I  v'ould  defend  Is  this;     '.."hit el  cad, 

riTiHV^  ncny  philOEcphero,  for-  >  cice 

does  Justice  to  a  xoaa^er  of  coimon  sense  InsiciitB.   (L) 
He  does  not  deny  the  reality  of  nciny  ordin&ry  -Icnces. 

However,  on  the  taels  of  his  mm  criterion,  his  nel 
is  open  to  considerahle  criticism.     vrhitehcfid»s  "catocorics" 
do  not  seen  to  "be  applicalsle  to  (descriptive  of)  ccrtrln 
phases  of  eTT'erlencc,     There  are,  in  addition,  a  mmTr-cr 
of  Internr-l  inconsistencies. 


(1)      It   5-?=!  of  cmtrnp   easy  to  poire   fun  at   " 


end  • 
enrant  . 
of     one 
Qore 


r:' 


rV 


,.„  80  : 

the  "dv 


tnie  ^ ' 


on  th'^ 


»ati 


"  of  a 


3  of  eTTncrlence. 
of 


1  a J  .. 


t''   vx 
■ealit;  ,  :  '. 

\_^-.^-.     to  rc- .  ,-  , 

(£)     I.e.  Ihere  are  ru^xiy  rerJ.  entiticc;  are 

-  '     .  •,    :. -.    .  ^  a  world 

,  God  is  not 
ihle  for  everything  which  taJces  pleee* 


3. 


In  the    _^  f  tMr.   v-oVct  cortf-ln  nlnor, 

thoi\'^  Inportent  ^u-vters  have   i>€4.u  der.lt  v/lth:     1,  ivn 
effort  hau  t  to  Indlc- tc 

T/hlch  liTii -  ,  -    oiuer  to  o'l  the 

iafonmticn  v/Mch  ho  uucij  In  fomulatlnc;  his  theory  of 

recLllty,   (i.e.  of  actxial  entities)     L,  In  statJ 

Vhi teheed  086220  ^  certain  of  hio  theories,  care  l.a. 

^•en  tt^cn  xo  correct  a  xxuaber  of  recent  misinterpretations 

(of  what  he  riecns  ty  certain  i^ssa^s  in  his  writings.) 

Z0  An  attempt  has  teen  r;&de  to  IMieate  i.  e 

Whitehead  Ejey  he  called  e.     "panpsvcMst", 

differs  froB  »OBt     panps. -^    ists,      ^,    .liil 

relationships  with  Irlatonisin,  und  the   :. 

Bredley  and  Jaiaes*     ^n  ezc^inination  of  thl:  Li^ 

Iwen  attempted. 


Chapter     I 
Whitehead's  Project  fvnd  'Method 

"Rillosophy,  In  one  of  Its  fmictlons.  Is  the  critic 
of  oosmolo.'Tloo,     It  la  Its  fanctlon  to  hcj?r.onise, 
refashion,  v.xiC.  Juctlfy  dlvcrr-cnt  Int-ultlons  r.s  to  the 
nptiire  of  thlnf^Ta,     It  hcs  to  Inclst  on  the  fif-^i-Mn^T  nf 
the  nltlnpte  Idees,  pnd  on  the  retention  of  t..c  v:hclc  of 
the  eTldcnce  In  shp-pln.'r  otir  cosnolo^crl  schcre.     Its 
Tsuslness  is  to  rmdnr  explicit,   r.nd-  so  fcr  "S  nay  "be- 
efflclcnt,  B  process  which  otherwise  Is  unconsciously 
pcrforaed  without  rctlonel  tests,   (1) 

"If  this  cosmolOf:^'  "be  decned  sticcessfnl.  It  "bee 
natural  to  a^  whether  the  type  of  thought  Involved  "be 
not  a  transfornntlon  of  some  naln  doctrines  of  AT)solute 
Idealism  onto  a  realistic  "basis,*'   (2) 

Ihese  nuctP.tlons  fron  Irocess  end  Rer.llty  and  ;I>clence 
and  the  :  odcm  '..'orld.   Indlcnte  the  senerr.l  point  of  v'<"- 
T/hlch  't/hitehead  proposes  to  use  In  neetln^  the  pro"blen8 
of  "creativity"  and  "the  one  and  the  many". 

It  Is  nccessRi'y  to  note  the  lEiportr-xiCL    .. 
\mitchead  attrlhutcs  to  Inelehts  (I.e.  hints  as  to  the 


(1)  ;..  II.    .Vhltel  rr".  rir-  nc  iuid  the  rodenoi  V.orld       l3:-x 

(    ■'.1  ■  •         13.1  tc:     ihc  Unlvcrclt:    '.rccn. 

Edition  "  ,        "  •erwl.-'- ^  -  \: 
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ultlnate  natiire  of  all  reality,  v/hlch  cjre  derived 
from  80!M  partlctilt^r  experience^*     It  Is  hie  opinion, 
that,  without  sotie  llltBalnRtln,'^*  •f'^'^oh  of  Inslf^t 
conoemln^  the  nature  of  thln^,   metaphysics 
de^TMierPtee  Into  the  "rrtlonal"   HiVfrrllnr  of  concepts, 
Edrerer,  once  the   insights  ^-  *^nnn\ 

devclopnent  of  the  lnpll(  -^  or  tiie   '  e^ovjlii^"  Idea 

is  nost  necesL        .  addition,  fl  ■, 

rationrllnr  t  insight  vrlth  Tlv  , 

ItG  iccc,   CQL,^c    ;  Ir,    c'  it   in    . 

node,-  in  siiort  ncies  it  presentahle  i  e.ve.1- 

contcn-porrr^,'   "•uiilvcroc  of  dlsco-ori^c'^,     ^'  lorsli:  . 

^3uo  reiiiecs  xo  reuicct  iiiGisl:*ts   i^    ..u..ii:^  aotsn  to  x:_e 
"frolden  calf"  of  his  ovm  technical  excellence, 
true  rationallffla  Boet  alv  seend  Itcc 

recurrence  to  the  cr---"--""  i-cn  ■•  "     •'--splrntiot:, 

A  Bclf-sctlsfled  rctlr 

antl-r?tionali      .      It  E»ons  "in  p:  " 

particular  eet  of  abstract lo      .      (1)     ^.'       , 
the  "prlc  of  ratlonnlin  1 

rclctlonahlp  with  the  "p:  . ic"  voice  ;.  .r 

hand  inslt^ts  mist  1>«  nadc  no^'"^^"-'^''^  ^^•'*  +*''^^'»  -"r-fTm- ■?-■< 
with  the  C3K?.ct  concepts  of  ret  ooii,     ctaer^vii.&  thev       c 


(1)  -  .    ..     liltcheed,  Jclc - '    ••-^  v^orld     p.  £61 
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socuid  and  firry  clsalfyinf;  nothl.  ,j. 

Yet,  deijpite  TThltehccui's  Gtrecc  on  the  11  ._  . 
of  r&tlonrllen,  he  hae  ith  In  re^Bon.-- 

"Falth  In  ov.  Is,  the  truot  that:    (A^  the  v"" 

natnree  of  tldn  t   lie  together  In  f    .  3 

nere  artjitrrriness"   (1);   (B)  the  -  oui 

concepttiallj'  grr.sp,  norc  or  less  ode  ly,  the  nr. 

of  reality, 

ilorouch-out  al''  *s  coanolOii'ie&l  cpecu_   vicas 

there  Is  ncjiifcct  that  cajalrahle  lack  of  doGnnti;  ch 

so  src-ced  the  xrcrl?:  of  Ilato,     Y/liltchecji  frcriiertly 
reiterates  the  fact  that:   "the  elucidation  of  i:.:neaicite 
experience  la  the  cole  Justiflcctiocf or  any  thought; 
and( that) the  start ing  point  for  thc-irht  Is  tlie  r.nalj'tic 
©"bscrvation  of  conponents  of  ti:i:  ^^nce."   (D 

"Metaphysical  cctegorles  rje  not  do^-^ntl 
of  the  o'h-Tlor's^     -tiey  pre  tentative  forcmlPtions  of  the 
ultlnctc  jc;-.erc.llt?cG  (discovern'ble  in  rll  actual 
experience  J"   (3)     I'here  is  an  ultlnate  Inescapcrle 
vagueness  In  all  our  nost  profo\md  thlrJ'in^,     we 
experience  thince  which  we  ccjanot  oderurtely  concerturlise. 


(1)     A,  11,  Vihitcheod,  Science  and  the  .  odcrn    -ori^d     p,£3 

it)     A.  li.  V.liiteherui,     rocccc  and  Keraity       pT^^ 

(3)      rbid     iJ.lt  Brackets  mine,    also   in   (1)   and    (£) 
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WhltebecA  telieveo  tbtt  no  traditional 
phllo&opli^  has  "been  able  to  do  Justice  to  th«»  rich 
•<n^lexlty  of  rccllty;-  thoxitTh  all  Ju..^,t  .      o.  w.. .,.,  of 
VP.ltie.  nie  CO-     MB   croBsiri^j  of  phi*     .ice.l 
'bo\2ndc.riei»  in  the  ecrjrch  for  f:dc<iuat©  ''deocriptlve 
gwier&lltieB*^ ,  le  indicated  in  one  of  the  (iiiotctlone  uct 
at  the  bc^jlniiin^::  of  this  oection. —  ihis  (V.hltehe&d's) 
ooBnolOQr  is  e  "tawinsfornatlon  of  some  ncin  doctrincc  tf 
Absolute  Idealism  onto  c.  realletic  'basis,"  (1) 

In  ViTiltehead's  opinion,  previous  phllot   "    ' 
l»een  unable  to  do  Jtistice  to  ^'proccos",  "individtxalitr' 
and  "peroauence^'.  In  order  to  correct  the  deficiencies 
of  their  positions,  believing  with  due  huailitj  ii^t 
sxijoh  an  undertaking  is  possible,  he  offers:  "  a  coherent, 
logical,  neo^mmaxy   sjrstem  of  general  idec-s  in  tcrr.c  of 
wlilch  every  elenent  of  our  experience  con  be  interpreted." (£) 

This  stupendous  schcmcta  was  fornulr,ted  only  nfter 
Whitehead  had  made  a  very  careful  study  of  the  c.tteripts 
of  his  prcdeceoDors,  Indeed  he  regards  his  systen  as 
expressive  of  inGi,-:iits  v/hioh  other  philosophers  dinly 
envisa^^  but  did  not  push  to  their  logical  conclusions. 
It  is  to  be  noted  that  in  addition  to  his  appreclntion  of 


(1)  A,  H,  Vfhitehend,  irccct-o  tuid      cy  p.  vlll 
(£)  Ibid   p.  ^- 
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the  wiades  of  th«  paet,  ililtebead  posseBses  a  Iteen 
tusderstandlnc:  of  the  theoretle&l  'ba6kgrcxai&.   of 
matbefloitios  aiad  I%8lo&l  science, 

Fron  this  conplex  "blerid  of  old  €aad  new  Is  shaped 
the  "Piillosophy  of  Orcnnls"'*' »-  ^-n  p.ttenpt  to:  (A)  sf-ir 
sone  of  the  l^rslc  doctrines  of  Ahsolxite  Idenllsi 
Bradley  type)  In  reellstlc  terrs,  nnd  (B)  to  rescue  ■•- 
type  of  thoi3cht  exptressed  hy  Bergson,  Junes  end  Derrey 
tTpea   the  chare©  of  nntl-lntellectnallsm, 
Crltlclpr  of  Si     ;^£ 

In  ^A-tohetcVe   opinion,  the  toRin  c     is  in  the 
phllosotfclc&l  trr^ition  has  been  placed  on  the  doctrine 
thp.t  the  essential  real  entities  in  tlie  wadwrnrm   are 
strtic  ana.  self-aufficlent,  Ihis  point  of  view  received 
clear  foarnulation  in  that  phase  of  Plato's  thcu/^t 
lAcreln  he  stresses  the  unci:         ^ection  of  the 
roeln  of  "ideas".  The  Arlstotellrji  lo^ric,  r-ith  its 
releted  V-eorr   of  "substance"  ;     In-nrt^-r  to  this 
tenOnoy.--  ihe  clri^  "  t  the  tatir-"- 
passively  reoeivi      lif lections,  rre  in  no  essential 
way  related  (thecretlcr.lly'*  to  other  sub  stances ,  produced, 
or  Yrr.6  the  product  of  ,a  lo^e  which  eaph&sized 
stihstantiveo  and  adSeotlves  to  the  nerrlect  of  propositions 
and  con^nncticns.  Descartes  .^ave  clecjr  exprcscion  to  t'e 
isplied  hody>rnlnd  dnalioa. 
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Looke  e:  piled  the  notion  Dpeclflcclly  to  the  field  of 
Psycholo.ry,  The  "psycholof:lcD.l  metephyBlclans"  irtio 
followed  him  cr^rrled  the  fatal  Cartesian  dualism  to  Its 
lo^cp.l  conclt?8lon,  Loolrc  was  content  xrith  p.   "rer^resentntlon' 
theorj-  of  perception,  leryeley  redticed  :     ;r:d  to  r 
flur  of  sensatlono  and  Cod,  II  une  dispensed  with  God, 
Kant  satisfied  hiosclf  with  a  v.'orl J ,  noiLlded  "by  the  nlnd 
out  of  sencations  ultirr.rtely  derlvctlve  fron  the  realn  of 
"Dln^-cn-slch", — -The  rrorTr  of  thorp  r.TiHoRophers  reveals 
the  Inescapable  protlexas  \;iiicii  confront  tho     ".o  take 
the  doctrine  of  "su'bGtrnce"  seriotisly.  In  short  ,-tlils 
theory,'  cannot  do  Justice  to  our  crdlnri^r  c^qjerlcnce  of 
real  thin^^  genuinely  Interconnected.,  -"urther,  our 
strer.n  of  mental  experiences  Is  not  atonlsied,      o 
claimed,  ty  the  netapliyslcal  psyoholo^f^lstc  of  the  ■'7th 
and  IGth  centuries, 

Wliltchead  la  particularly  Ir-^rrsred  "by  the 
deficiencies  of  this  theory  when  It  Is  applied  rigorously 
In  the  field  of  physicr.l  science,  "c-tcr  -■  -  ^'^nponsi'ble 
for  the  firm  foundation  which  the  theory  of  suustan** 
received  in  phj'cico.  He  posited  ultimate  pcrtlclea, 
each  xrlth  an  al)80lutely  definite  place  in  space  tmd  tine- 
rcquirinc  (for  th^  explanation  of  any  of  its  essential 
ehax«eters)  no  reference  to  any  other  particles  or  ar^- 
othcr  rcc'lone  of  cpo«e  and  tine.  The  lapse  of  time 
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regarded  as  havlne  no  Influence  on  the  na-ture  of  tlieoc 
STiljetancco,  (1) 

In  Whitehead' B  opinion  It  Is  evident  thnt  n 
philosopher,  proceedln.5  on  tlie  Ts&slri      'rtonl-n        , 
Is  faced  l)y  Insuperalyle  dlfflcnltlea  in  oeexin^  x.o  explain 
certain  phases  of  ordincry  experience:  1,  If  there  Is  no 
Inherent  relrtion  "between  particles  of  t'  tter,  Induction 
iB  dajr-c^ci :  Ia:;,  the  fonaulatlon  of  Inv/B,  idle  fancy, 
2*  Life  and  neanln^  can  find  no  piece  in  a   physical 
nature  supposedly  completely  explained  in  terns  of  nrae, 
motion  and  slirpe.  S.  ihe  sclf-endurtJice  of  cij^   entit; 
an  Insolvahle  proclen,  iindurance  can  "be  explr  incd  onl^^ 
"by  continual  Divine  creation  (since  there  is  no  necci 
connection  betv/een  the  ""beln^"  of  a  particle  at  one 
nonent  and  the  "beinc  of  the  eo-crlled  '  sr.rc"  prrtlcle  ft 
the  succeeding  noricnt )  • 
ghc  Sources  of  ViTiiteherd's  Basic  Insl/^ts 

In  the  realia  of  physios,  new  devcV     ■:,&   have  ta'cn 
place  which  have  l     .  the  tradition'  1  doctrine  to  the 
core,  lo   these  Whitehead  tvmc  for  destnictive  crltlclsn 
of  the  doctrine  of  'suhsxi-ixe'- ,  and  for  uutjjeotiomj  u  to 
hov  concepts  nust  "be  renodellcd  so  as  to  dcscrihe, 
adequately,  the  true  nature  of  reality.  ^^Iso,  ■proceeding 


(1)  R.  C.  Lovejoy,  ^      olt  ■  _]  p.  Itjl 

(critical  iiiwcv^sion  l^  ;.x_^^l  aucation'  ) 


e 

to  an  examlnrtlon  of  his  ovm  Irmcdlnte  experience, 
Whitehead  finds  fvortlier  data  to  p. Id  him  In  this  project. 
Th©  phlloBophy  of  organlsin  con  only  "be  tmderstood  "by 
continunlly  "becrlnf?  In  nlnd  these  two  soTirccs  fron  trtilch 
Its  "bo-slc  concepts  r.re  derived, 

V/hltehead  points  out  that  his  philosophy  corjslots 
of  an  enphGsis  on  Ideac  erpressed  hy  other  thinJrcro,  "but 
not  properly  r.pprcciatcd  ty  thea.     Frequent  reference  la 
oade  to  the  great  nac^s  of  the  phllosophlcrl  trr.dit5.on. 
It  cnist  he  noted,  horrevcr,  thct  this  does  not  niean  tr.i-t 
ViTiltehecjl  Is  tcllinc  the  ser?e  old  story  In  lerhcrlc 
termlnoloss'.     '^his  point  v/lll  he  clr.rlfled  In  later 
sections  of  the  thesis. 

It  noBt  T-e  grnntcd  thnt  the  terr.lnolo^  Is  difficult, 
novrever,  on  crcnlnrtion  of  the  errerlenco  (and  thin/?s 
experienced) — fron  \.;Lich  It  is  derived,-  renders  It 
clearly  tmderstrndGhle,     xYere  Is  little  justice  In 
D,  C.  liosley's  chrjCiTc:     "lie  invents  a  new  teclmlcr.l 
Tocalmlnry ,  trrjislrtes  ever^^hing,  fron  the  srihtlest 
refinements  of  loclc  cmd  natheimtlorl  physics  to  the 
most  esoteric  r.o-ectc3  of  religions  e:q?erlence.   Into 
terns  of  it,  and  then  coraiarcDDcs  his  vrhole  cosnoloT 
into  one  voltuae  v/lth  a  nininnn  of  illtiGtrf^tlon  mcL 
eacenplificGtion  hy  way  of  translation. "   (1) 


(1)  c"   ti.c   ■  r  Urn  -ccJety        (1933-1954) 
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Srr^es  of  rjr-crienciiVT  cjid  Ctjects  an>erlaneed>  trtiioh 

rrovlilc  v." •  ^a  to  !ft 

qf  All  Aetnal  Entities 

recent  Inveatlcatlcns  of  "-".ter"  ' -"'loe.ted 

the  unteimlllity  of  tr&dltloniil  thccrleo:      i.  'xTam  organic 
"behavior  of  natter  has  cLown  that  pcrts  are  Influenced 
"by  the  whole  In  which  they  find  themselves .       -he 
electron  tllndl^'  ntiiL-  either ^ttI thin  or  Y;lthout  the  "body; 
hat  it  runs  vd.thln  the  l>ody  in  &ccordcjice  \7ith  its 
charectcr  Trithin  the  "body."   (1)     £.  Bacon's  insir:ht  thr.t 
"oil  "bodies  v/hatsoevcr,  thori^ih  ti^ey  have  no  sense,  yet 
they  have  perception"   (E)   is  at  If-st  "bcin^  apprccicted. 
It  is  now  asserted  that  the  so-called  materlr?.  ^r?^lelcs 
arc  influenced  "by  and  '^concerned  rith"  each  cxia-, 
fact  is  laade  possi'ble,   in  V.nltehecA's  opinion,  "by  the 
natmre  of  "phyrlcr.!"  entltier.,      Thixn,   "the  -rAcm  point 
of  vierf  is  expresacu.  in  'v.  '   c    -■;••;,     c^i.-ii;,   and 

the  vlhrttor^r-  different iat ions  of  -tire,     -jaj'  local 

agitation  cl.r.!'cs  the  vhole  xmiverse.     Tlie  diPt  .ects 

are  iilnutc  1ju.v  ti.ey  rj?e  ti^^re.     ■*■— e  co-wv^  i,  v_     .  ttcr 
presupposed  cinple  location,  li  "bit  of  oatter  wtxs 

self-contained,  locnlized  in  a  region  \7ith  r  -  , 

static  network  of  spatial  relations,  r-    •-'-- 


(1)     A,  IT,  Whitehead,   Jcicnce  njid  tie  .  c(i.cTii     orld     p.   99 
(£)     rbld  p,   52 
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unifcrr:  rclr>ticnGl  :  ftron  Infinity  to  Infinity 

from  eternity  to  eternity.  t  In  the  ccifcrr.  concc-t 

the  croup  of  n^ltatione  vrhioi:         '---    -  ^  od 

into  Its  enrlronnent.     There  Is  no  •  lllty  of  a 

dctrched,  self -contained  Iccnl  erlpte^ce.     The 
environment  cntere  into  the  nr.turt    ^.  :  each  thln^.     Gone 
elcnents  in  the  notnre  of  n  complete  set  of  a^ltP-tlons 
Bsay  rencln  stc^ble  vs  those  c^itetlons  cire  propelled 
throiach  f.  chrjirliV?  crnrironnent ,     But  such  stehlllty  Is 
<mly  the  case  In  r.  frcnerc.l  ,c.vcrri^':e  sort  of  v      ,     ^1b 
average  fact  le  the  reason  why  v/e  find  th  r, 

the  mme  tocIz,  the  eonc  plnnet  enduring  for  days,   or 
for  cciiturlcE,  or  for  cllllons  of  yecjs."  (1)     Thus  for 
Phycics3,  1  "thine"  Is  not  r.n  Inert  "nase"  (nfter  all  nccs 
1b  not  c  constant  '"ttrltmtc,  Tnif  cv.rp-rp  v^v-  vrioclty) 
ooc\ipj'lnff  r.  certP-ln  v.eflnlte  a:'cr:,"The  1.:::':.  -  Is  v/het 
It  docs"   (r)  -p.  strepn  of  Influence  which  perEcatee  to 
the  utnopt  recesses  of  r'  tl^c.     I'  evident 

thr.t:    (A)  v/hen  re  cperl.  u  '  :    t:-i--  ciflcr.lly 

located  at  a  certclr.  place,  v;e  refer  only  to  Its  foccl 
region;  (?)  the  Innunerahle  pliyalcal  entitles  are  in  a 
sense  superlnposcd,   {Z) 


(1)  A,  N,  Villi teherA,  rncT   Life     t>.   lC-13 

(2)  A,  II.  Whitehead,  ""-  '   -e  of  Ideas       p.  £02 

(3)  Cf.   P..   0,  Lovc^cy,    ..  ^  .^    '.I  a^^-lnst  I^irllsn       p.   in? 
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lielrJS  c  fxniltl\il  60-urce   of  drta  for  n  of  1    <: 

problem  of  cosmolocy.    C^     1"  <>  phlloaopljjr  of  or-^-^  :n 
sterta  with  a  ''e«ner  '  -         -    ♦  x  oz 

mental  operations,"   (2) 

ative"  tiicory  of  povoeption,  Locke,  in  the  Ictcr  " 
of  his  JhK  ^^^^  "^^^  ^^^^  ]aiovled£B  is  "founded  on" 
particular  thinss.     -Uxjke  "also  holdsthat  cil  quellties 
hare  in  soee  sense  a  relational  cler.cnt  in  then  --  t 
•powers'  ere  to  "be  aeoribed  to  perticulcx  cxistents 


(1)      It  i?  t':'  "be  n^tf'-''   t^^^t  '  Ir 

PhllOwOpI . 

er   '  -^   ^- 

r 
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nind  1..       -  -      --^-  is  c. 

(Cf.  Stenet,   p.  vlli)     - 
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the  coiistitutlorcB  of  otl.er  prorticulcre  ot9 
conditioned."  There  is  also  Locke'e  notion  of  tlie 
passage  of  tine,  i,e»  something  Is  perpetur.lXy 
perlBhin^.  (1) 

I'he  philosophy  of  Kojat  contains  the  fundcjienttil 
eoBoeptlon  "of  oji  r.ct  of  experience     constructive 
fonctlonlnt^" .  (£)  i'hls.  In  V/hltehc^d's  opinion  Is  one 
of  the  most  "br-slc  Insights  which  e  Tihllopopler  crji  en.1oy. 

In  the  wrltln^ts  of  Berkeley  (Alol   fourth 

Dialogue)  IThltehefxd  finds  a  further  Illustration  of  a 
type  of  experience  In  which  "slnplc  loentlon"  is  denied* 
Euphranor  Is  pointing  out  to  Alclpliron  thr.t:  "neither 
the  castle,  the  planet,  nor  the  clmid,  which  you  see  l.ere, 
ore  those  rcr.l  ones  which  you  suppose  at  n  dista^ice." 
Referring  to  this  ps^aage,  iVhltehead  expounds  it  thus; 

"IJote  the  Idea  of  simple  locatlonhas  ;:ronc It  Is  the 

perspective  of  the  castle  over  there,  fron  the  st^    ^nt 

of  the  unification  (the  perceiver)  here. It  is 

therefore,  aspects  of  the  cnstle,  clotid  and  +'  (»  -rTrnrt 
which  rxe  j^rasped  Into  unity  (of  the  percipient  occ.  cion 
here.  Y  ou  will  reiaer:"ber  thot  the  Idee  of  pei^pectives 
Is  quite  familiar  In  phi3 '    j  •  It  was  Introduced  "by 


(1)  A.  II.  V.lilteheod,  .: 
(L)  Ihld  p.  *';36     "* 


IS 

Ltl'biij  z     In  the  notion  of  moncda  aljfroriii^  p»r«pcotlv 
the  imlverr.c."   (1)     '^  .ad  aeena  to  think  thrt  the 

p«xeelTlB£  of  ~    "   "it.le  etc.  conctitvt-r-  ^   -  ■'/^— -i 
ps«SMi0e  of  tlac  CGEtle  (i.e.   an  "aspect "   of  it) 
loeVB  different  frora  Its  cora^on  sense  s  e  It  Ion. 

By  Its  relations  to  other  entitles,  any  object  Is  nm: 
considered  to  "be  In  Kany  Icol.   {£)     There  Is  a  aor 
different  basis  for  the  denial  of  ^e  location"   In 

this  nrgui^at,   thrn  1^  '  +   "     lojed  In  the  phjolcel  nnalocy. 
Uslnff  the  "physical  ;  :/■',   elp.ple  Icr  :  le  rejected 

"becGuae  an  o'btlect  ovtX  all  over  the  \mlversc.     In 

the  crxse  of  this  twyohlcol  analogy,  the  theory  5n  fTonled 
^•oaxiae  of  the  rclatlo.n8hip  of  percelver  cmd  oh^cc^, 
(Aooordlnt':  to  ./iiitcliead  tlie  act  ion  t  ^^e 

heoause  of  thn  -Tor^cncc  of  rj^       ., -ct  'here"  of  en  ohject 
"over  there". 

In  Bradley's  analysis  of  an  "occasion"   (ronent)   of 
e3rpez*lenoe ,  IThltehe^^fl  finds  a  r  Ion  whlc^.  •  in 

la  fmnmlatln^r  his  t:       :    of  th«'      ----      o" 
entity".     It  also  provides  a  clue  for  the  solxi-t  >  '  the 

prohlcn  of  "rielatlons". 

BroAley,  having  decided  that  an  "ctstrrct"  or 
ahsolTitcly  scpnmte  entity  called  a  "x^  "   could  not 

connect  or  relate  ecrur-lly  seprjir.te  "terns    ,  ohod  the 


(1)  A,  il.  \7hltehead,  .^d       ?.   87 

(£)   Cf •  H,  0,  Lovejoy,  xl\o  :^.evolt     


r  , 


u 

concltislon  that  "r  "  lBpll«8  an  iiaderlylBg 

rmlty  and  nn  inclusive  vrhole.     It  \;ill  be  pener- 
thf>t  Brsidlcy  held  that  "feellivf   ^-  ^  ^  i.--^«  -ctlvlty 
of  experience.     Ills  nnnJ^^-nle  of  n  ^  of  experience 

mnB  thua:     "In  iny  ircnera]   feeling  at  any  •« 

la  nore  than  the  oh^lectc  tefore  j^  and  no  pc inception  of 
oh^ectc  will  exhaiaot  the  scjiee  of  ^      '  .i-'^^^ 

ThlB  experience  Is  chriT.cter:]  i-y  of  tiany  In 

one".     Proceeding  on  tiie  husin  nr         _    .     ' 
Whitehead  eubBtJttites  dlffei^nt  ^cmo  for  ti-ccc  ix 
Eradlej'-,     He  states:     "I  analyse  a  feclln-'!:  (or  3 ion) 

into  tlie   'datum*  which  ie  Bro-dloy's   'oh^cct  "bef. 
into  the'rrtib^ectivc  forn*  which  lo  Bradley's   'living 
•notion*,  pjid  into  tlio    '  !i  Is  '  oy's   »:c',(£) 

This  procei'iire  liidlcn.tcr  t  ^  1 

worlcs  out  his  doctrine  e:  ■- ■"    -  i^i„icL,.  .   .  r.   w,    , 

Torrls  a^^tly  exprcssce  t'  ';     "oct:     '"  »g  cotzrse  of 

proccdirre  io  to  ^Ive  n  <  Ion  of  human 

experience  and  then  to  tate  this  deecrlpt:!'"-    ■•   ^  e  tey 
to  the  :  of  realjty."   (r)     In  other  v.ortls  -r^  -\ 

entitles  ]  ave  the  chfracterlrtics  found  Vy  the  ru-  1^    Is  of 
6U1  ocociiion  of  'peychical"  experience , 


(1)  F.  !!♦  Bradley,  s  on  xrutl  j^       p.  15 

K  "'"  ■- ;" 

(£>)   A,   TT.   Whitehead,  MYej  n.   r97 

.)* 

(r>)  u,  ;..  ::orric,  ^ix  '.x'  o  w.r  .  lijui  ■••  1G3 


15 
novr  to  :".  conoidcratlon  of  hi  ^ 

■'c  to  "■'•cp"!  i.nr"  to   oolrc  t^r  r^Tn'^lc"'  '^f  "rr"'"tloni5hi'p" 

"  oivc  fcm  of  phj'slcn-l  exnerlence  Is  CBo:5onn.l-  Tjllud 
crotlon-  rccclred  nc  felt  c  crc  In  rjiothcr  occaBlon 

rM  confomcvlly  cpprcprlrtcd  ''"  ^   mib^ective  i>aDslou, 

The  prlnitirc  clement  is  s^  ^,  that  Is,  f  ■  the 

feelirg  In  another  and  feeling  confomdlj-  t/lth  r.nothcr."(l 

In  (^lotinc*  ^?lth  approval  froia  JOescartes  (2), 
WMtehcr.d  liidlcritcs  that  the  ot^cct  i>erocl'ved  Is  not 
present  in  tlie  percclver  crrvCtly  ce  it  Is  In  the  erternal 
world,     3>escnrtcc  cspresGcs  it  thv.B:     "^<^>^'?o  •'i-'r   ^dea  of 
the  stoi  w1.11  "he  the  mm  Itself  orlDtii:,e  In  the  xaind, 
not  indeed  fomrlly,  ce  it  erJsts  in  the  sl-j',  "but 
Ol^jectlvcll',    i.e.    Ir   thr   vr-y   in  -'»-lnh  cT'cotK  o:it   tO 

eselst  In  the  nlnd.'' 

"All  r  r'.tions  of  the  sonlolc^lc  ^1  functioninga 

of  nrn'-li-id  incliTde  "gi.r""  an  an  e  "rl  factor  In 

explf'jiEitlon."   (3)     On  this  Tsaeio  .Jhitr" — ^  feels  inatlflad 


(1)  A.  n  . 

I'his  . 

on  the 

^^30Grt<:i 

T.  IT  p. 
,.l'.itchc-xL,  ^rtv. 

?es5  pjid  Pe" 

11 

•^^ 

V,   246 

ti-e  I'cslc 

in  -nr^ 

p.  ;2i4) 

(£) 

:  edit 

end  RoL :-. 
(s)  ^.  i:. 
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In  dlBccrdljas  the   .'  that  life  niid  iv.entol  fiiiictlons 

ax*e  not  properly  a  pert  of  nature, 

iUiother  etrllclng  factox*  in  experience  is  thr.t  of 
the  "lui*e  of  iJOSBltillties'',      i.e  lon^  for  l-x:  iiaeiu.  L;i;atc; 
«•  coiiJiider  Low  c  liviiic  room  cicy  "be  test  cxranced. 
aiheee  possibilltiee,  not  jet  actual  tLoiiGh  nevertheless 
real,  litre  tic  on  to  iictlTity.     It  is  Vihltchead's  opinion 
that  all  actual  entitles  niust  have  en  experience  of  thlo 
Bort. 

Ihc  type  of  analysis  of  hiuaan  e5cpcrlence  which  serves 
Whitehead  as  a  Vcy  to  the  nr.fure  of  all  actual  entitles 
Is  clearly  exerr.plified  in  the  follov/ing  eeotion  in 
Rature  rjad  I^ife;      "I  find  ryeelf  -".   «»BsentinT'y  "  tinlty 
of  eciotloiis,  en^ oymcntij ,  bopea,  ,  recTeto, 

valtiations  of  alternatives,  deciaioii^,-  all  of  them 
subjective  reactions  to  the  Gnvircnnr.rt  r.s  fictlve  In  ny 
nature,     ^y  unity-  v.-iiicii  it  --tcct-rtec'    •  ■      * 

process  of  sliapic^r  this  v/olter  of  material  into  a 
consistent  pattern  of  feelin^c.     She  indlviclTir.l  en^ojTnent 
is  lAiat  I  am  In  rqy  role  of  a  m-^urtJ.  activity,  r.s  I 
8hai?e  the  activities  of  tJ^e  environnent  into  a  new 
creation,  v/hich  is  BDrself  at  the  nonent;  ^r>A  yet, 
bclne  njyaelf ,   it  is  r.  continuation  of  the  Liii.rcrrV   t 

trorlfl.     I*f  vc   rtress  the  role  of  t^r  p'rnT^vrv.-^r-.-^.f. ,   -this 


t'J 


IT 

procGoa  Ir  '      .     "  role  of  ty 

isEtedlatc  of  p.ctivo  ,  jc  Is 

self -err      ■     ..       -         stress  the  role  of  a  concept^^r.'' 
antlci:^'r.tioji  of  ire  T.'hoBe  c-  -    Is  g  ec  ty 

In  the  :  cf  tl^e  't,  this  procf  the 

telcoloflorl  P.ln  r:  __    1  in  the  fntarc.     Thle  aln, 

however,   is  not  •peril:  '  the  s.     For 

the  aln  at  the  ftt'.Te  is  an  c  in  the  :t. 

It  thiis  effectively  eorsdlticnE  t}:C   Irjr^edlr.tc  relf- 
eroation  cf  the  iiexr  creet-ure.''   (1) 

A  st-Dd;    of  d»3  actPlled  and  teehnlccl 

cr.  ion  of  the  i*c  of  .ties,   nrd  the 

process  of  their  ori^jlriation  trill  indieRte  verj'  clcarlj- 
the  value  he  places  on  the  phjDicEl  r:  jial 

In:  \T*Lich  have  "been  noted  in  v 


(1)  A.  H,  ViliiteheRd,  TTativr-e   r  .43 
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Chapter     II 
V.liitehefid's  'i'heory  of  the  llattire  of  iieallty 

Aclraal  pititles 

"Actual  entities  care  the  fiia/-l  real  tuliitja  of  vmich 
the  '.7orld  lo  nado  iip."   (1)—  '  iu  not  one  cocpletcd 

set  of  thijvjo  which  are  actm-1  occusiona."   (i.e.   "actTifl 
entities")   (i- ) —  item  of  the  imlverse,  however 

preposterous  aa  •   -       Jtract  t-  ,  or  uonevcr  rouote 

Ga  an  actual  entit;> ,  V^-g  Its  .        ^^  Lion  of  relevcixc — 

in  the  constitution  o::     .i;    c  .c  actual  cntltv."   (S) 

V;hi.  »e  doctrine  of  the  nature  of  an  "actual 

entity"  can  Ijc  terA  untlerctcod  >y  recrllir^  Prndlcy's 
cr.alyBis  oi"  a  noi-x-ix   ci'  cr:  ex-leucc ;   and  ..hltehccd.»8 
Gualycis  Ox   ''nyoclf.   (4) 

V<hat  iry-'llc:,    calls  a  "inoE^nt  of  feellntl'' .  v.'hitehead 
tcm.s  on  "actual  ciitity".     It   j...    ■. -■   i-v  i.>.  ^vw,    ..-  v   ^.:. 
\.hitcherd»3  opinion,  the  e:  .iristics  which  ere  fov-'-l 

in  that  noncnt  or   .  also  f oucd  in  all 

c-uxu^a  cntitict;.     i.he  nomcnt  of  experience  (feeling) 
vas  analysed  ("by  Bradley)  into  "object  before  lae'  ,    '"  c", 
and  "living  eaotion".     ..hltehcad'a  ccri'i 


(1)  A.  1.,    .,hl  ...     rocesc  c^liA  ^  p.  ^7 

(£)  I"bld     p. 

(3)  I-bid     p.  : 

(4)  A.  II,  V.hitehead,  -  and  Life       p.   ^- 
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t^mlnolot:::.  is:  "■     ,  '  ..v.-b^ect",  "stiljectlve  form". 
Any  aetrxal  entity,  then,  has  these  three  dlstir.'^l.  ' 

aspects.  lu>re  acc\irately,  an  cotiirJ.  entity  ir  r  n  i  'fv^t  ■ 
vhlch  feels  eertaln  data  in  e  certp.tn  wsy  (ouLjectlve  '{ 
form).  These  data  ere  provided  l)y  other  actTinl  entities. 

Each  Gctup.1  entity  r.rjrlfests  a  "vector  chpjracter" . 
It  Is  the  "enjoyment  of  er.otlon  derived  fron  the  :>Rat 
and  aimed  at  the  future."  (1)  In  other  words  en  actual 
entity,  or  center  of  esmcrlence,  net  only  "Tcels  other 
actual  entities  "but  it  also  is  felt  by  other  aettzal 
entitles, 

Whitehead  states  that  "naay"  and  •'one"  ere  aiaoxig 
the  iiltiriete  notions  involved  in  the  neanln^  of  terns 
•thin^»,  •■bclr^»,  'entity* ,  In  this  he  is  referring-  to 
the  fact  that  the  ori£rination  of  a  sev  entity  is 
achieved  "by  the  coming  together  of  the  laejg  entitles  in 
the  tuilveirse  in  ouch  a  way  as  to  form  a  new  entity, 
which  is  called  a  xmity  or  one.  ITils  new  "one"  of 
co\irse  takes  its  place  anong  the  other  ner."bei^  of  the  group  of 
"iMiHy*  eetoal  entities  In  the  universe, and  so  plcys  its 
part  in  the  oricrlnr.tion  of  net?  entities  ("ones"). 

In  all  this  dissussion  of  actual  entitles. 
Whitehead  apparently*  hcc  in  inil  the  c     eixc  of 
"qyself"  (a  tyi-icrl  actual  entity)  which  he  describes 
as  a  unity  of  etnotions,  hopes,  decisions,  enJo^.Txiits— - 

(1)  A,  H.  WhitcLerl,        oncL  LlTc   p.  44 
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aubjectlve  rc&ctlonc  to  the  omrlronaent  txB   aetlve  in 
gy  nature,  -iy  unity— is  iny  proocsc  of  shr.pin^  this 
welter  of  naterie.1  (1)  into  &  consistent  pattern  of 
feeling,  "'ihe  individual  enJo;ment  is  whrt  I  am  in 
GQr  role  of  a  naturcl  activity,  as  I  abape  th« 
etotivitioe  of  the  envlronraent  into  a  new  ere  lion,  v/hicl'- 
ia  rgr^aelf  at  tliia  nonent;  and  yet  ,  -   -  _.,,  .  ^  jclf  ^ia  a 
eontinuction  of  tiie  cjitecedent  world.'-  {Z)   {il.: 
of  this  v/ill  be  clcrif  ied  "by  subsequent  discuooicn. ) 

She  "proccas  of  concretion"  "by  which  the  actual 
entities  ariac,  "b^  rcoeivirio  data  foron  otiier  actual 
entities,  and  in  their  turn  pass  Rwey^  (Just  as  aionenta 
of  psychic  experience  fade)  and  in  doin^  ao  provide 
data  for  other  newly  arising?  actual  entities—  oust 
now  "be  considered  in  detail.  One  of  the  cost  importrnt 
of  the  elenenta  in  the  conplex  situation  is  the  realm  of 
"eternal  ohjecte'^. 
Etcrji'  1  CT.jects 

Eternal  otjeots  ere   aynonynjoualy  de^     ed  "Pure 
Potentials  for  the  Gpeoific  determination  of  ffict;  or 
Forms  of  Def initeneaa'- .  (.'!)—  "-Any  entity  v/liose 


(l)l-,e;.  "sense''.  Tt  is  to  he  noted  tlr-t   oensa  or  data  of 
c^j:^   sort  care  !■     od  by  i.hitel  eril  re   :  crl  cro  of  the 
class  'f c  ■  *   .   GS  pace  147 -  ■   "0 

(2)  A,  IT.  .  .. . -,  Hotp-^r  -      -   p.  43  UndcrlinlnfT 

(5)  A,  II,  whitehead,  .^ro  "  _ t.v  p.  32     '  le. 
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OMiMpttual  Tccornltlon  does  not  Involve  p.  ne' 
reference  to  any  definite  aoturil  entitles  of  the 
tenpopc.l  \7orld,-  is  n-n^'^  rn 'etemn.1  oti^ectJ"  (1) 

Whitehead  polnta  out  tnux  ty  eternal  'ret  he 
Deans  something  olnll'-r  to  Loclre's  "o"b^eet  of  thl   '   ', 
"Idena"  sv.cY.   re  those  st pressed  "hy  tl.r  v'ords  whit     , 
hardiicGG,  Gv:cctnesG,  thlnlrln^,  moti<.^ii»  ^i,  elephant, 
army,  drunkenecs  etc,  (2)  Eternal  oTjJects  are  the 
Intelleotually  apprehended  "essences"  which  are 
"exenplif iod" ,  "manifest'',  cr  "present"  in  concrete 
thln,'^,  or  perDons,  TecauGe  of  this  it  has  "been 
clalred  that  WhltehCP-d»o  doctrine  of  "eternal  ol-Jects" 
is  very  similar  to  Plr-to's  theory  of  '"Idcps".  ("> 

However,  vrhitehead  stresses  certain  fu 
differences  "betvroen  his  eternal  o"b,1ects  and  Plato's 
"ideas".  (')  The  rictonlc  theory  of  "idec-s'=  is 
deficient.  In  V;liiteherd»s  opinion,  in  that:  1.  the 


T 


(1)  A.  H,  V."hltehead,  Iroeess  and  ideality         p.  VO 

(2)  Ihld       p.  82 

(3)  Cf.     IllBB  D.  M.  ^met,    ;  ■        -   a*s  x"''-  ~     -     f 

(4)  Ihe   reference  is  to  i'lcto'e  theory  of  '.j.tterj3--  i-s 

Ded  in  the  "r" -^    -led"  of  his  activity, - 
),  lliaedrus  ai-      -ic. 


.  •;;n-,-,i 
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"ice:-:;  t::    '  :  trrxjt,  having;  nc   .  <  Iftlons  to 

—eSi   other  or  k.,   tlxc  external  world.  3.  'I'hey  preaucw  to 
set  thenfielves  up  t:.3  eole  reality.  Concrete  otjecte  can 
oul^  be  classed  as  Inltutlons. 

It  is  Whi teheed' 3  concern  to  show  th&t  eternal 
otjecta  have  a  "relational  essence" ,  Ihm   relatlc 
of  an  eternal  ob^'oct  "A"  stciid  determinate ly  in  the 
essence  of  "A",  ihey  are  lntemr-1  relatione,   (1)  In 
other  v/ords,  if  you  try  to  consider  an  eternal  otject  In 
atsolutc  distinction  from  other  eternal  o"bJect8,  you 
miss  one  of  its  characteristics,  naisely,  that  it  is 
related  to  other  eternal  ©"b^ccts-  i.e.  "by  links  of 
Inplication.  (Ihis  is  the  basis  of   f- e  rnct  t.hnt  in 
our  e7T?erlence  v.'licn  v/e  see  fire  v/o  e:-:,>oct  zo   i^cc  . 
above  it--  cince  the  eternal  object  f  iire  has  In  its 
relational  essence  '"scolce".) 

VHiitehead  teaches  that  eternal  objects,  becaTxse  of 
their  presexice  in  God's  "prinordial  natiire"  (see 
discussion,  po^  Sl'ihesis)  iiavc  a  locus  in  actuality 
and  a  tendency  to  be  realized,  xhus  he  states  tl.at  In 
the  essence  of  any  eternal  object  tli.ere  io  a  'patience* 
for  relationship  to  actual  entities.  Yet  any  eternal 
object  is  indeteminate  as  to  partictilor  ir^'rret..  j.i.ii.  . 


(1)  A,  H,  VVhltclieod,  ucienee  end  tj-c  :.o4em  uorld  -  .  198 
(£)  Cf.  Ibid  p.  150 
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The  relation  Tiettreen  eterntl  ol^jeots  and  actual 
entitles  Is  designated  "by  varloi^o  terns,  iiterncil  ©"b^eots 
are  said  to:  "have  Inprciislon  Into'";  ""be  rcall::cd  In"  (1); 
"be  exemplified  in"  (2)  actual  entltlcc.  In  the  ccee  of 
all  these  usages  the  neanln/r  Is  apparently  the  orjne. 

Eternal  otjects  are  not  all  of  the  "simple"  type 
mentioned  In  the  "LocTce"  list.  There  pre  vrrloiis 
decrees  of  complexity  menlfestcd  "by  etcmrl  oh^ects; 
for  exnrplc:   "a  definite  finite  rc"'rtlom:hlp  Involving 
the  definite  eternr.l  oh^eetr  r.f  r   limited  ret  ct   such 
oTjelects  Is  Itself  vn  eternr  1  o1)'ect."  (I.e.  ■  ootaplex 
eternal  o^b^ect)  (5) 

It  Is  to  I'c  ncted  that  eternal  ob.lccts,  derived 
from  a  cor.rjon  Gi-oup  of  "siciplc"  eternr.l  ot^lects  can  be 
arranged  In  an  "abstractive  hler&rclij" ,  their  place  In 
the  hicrarcliy  "bclniS  deten:ilned  hy  grades  of  ahatractlon, 
(l.e,  the  nuiaber  of  alternatives  exclnded) 

An  appoxent  prohlen  arises  rhen  we  find  V.^itehead 
stating  that  "»sensa»constltnte  the  loweet  cntCv^ory  of 
eternal  ohjecto."  (■4)  L.g.  "definite  chrde  of  f^reen  v  / 
There  ore  also  references  to  the  scnsTJoiis  f  pprehenslon 
of  eternal  objects.  111   this  seems  directly  contrarj'  to 


(1)  A.  N,  iYhitohead,  irocess  and      ^   t.  34 

(i.)  Ibid       p.  r,A 

(S)  A,  H,  Wliitehead,   -clence  and  the  i.^odern  '».orld     p,   tOG- 

(4)A.  N.     v,i  •  -; —— pTTT? 

(r^  A,  n.  Ml..., ,     .m  World     ti.   r07 


I.      '.'I    :j     it 


0  '  n-'t 


£4 

the  p3revloti8  doctrin*  that  eternal  objects  ere   Intellec- 
tually apprehendad-  the  objects  of  cor.'     1  prehension. 

This  dlfflcTi?.  ty  ecu  "be  cler.red  up  "by  noting  that 
Whlt^tMd  has  been  a  little  criTTf>Rn  in  hie  -uBe  of 
1angnwge»  '.i.TiBt  he  rer  the 

eternal  ob.lect,  aa  anoh.  Is  conceT)tualIy  (Intellecturlly) 
prehended,  A  particular  CTempllf Icrtlon  cf  It  la 
•enggouaZy  appreliended  (p—  -^rcf^  : '  -  -   r   '  itehead 
•pealra  of  the  senc\;o\iS  m  islon  of  ejo.   eternal  ob.^ect 

he  should  have  said,  boi^  acctirately, 
apprehension  of  an  exemplification,  Fo.        , 
ccnceptnclly  apprehend  "triplicity'  ,     sensiioiisly 
apprehend,  say,  tl::rec  nice.  We  conceptiially  apprehend 
"ereeness";  v;c  ceneuo-'aali^  apprehend,  not  the  etci-nr.l 
object  "greenness",  "l^ut  its  exenpllfication  the  patch  of 
green,  present  before  our  eyes  as  a  visual  senoum. 

It  is  of  course  true  t}""*  ^+  *-  r\%-^T-^r  r^th  rreot 
difficulty  that  we  can  thltf:  of  elernfc  1  oh.iects  a-nrrt 
fron  sone  sort  of  cr^renpllflcr.tlon  In  1      tlon. — 
When  we  concentrate  on  an  abstract  t^mir-' +,  _  it.  *n 
ftp»quently  accoiipaided  by  sore  Ima^n  v;hlch  c      ""'os 
It, 

In  the  prec^Bdln^  discussion  of  actiial  entitles, 
three  phasoa  of  the  internal  struottire  of  ti  eee  entities 
v/cre  noted:  "subject",  "data", "subjective  fonr.".   It  is 


•->  ;    .'.•> 


,  "'* 


-•rc-: 


ss 

noT7  ne^     y  to  note  further  conplcrltleB.— Aa  actual 
entity  Is  very  conpllct^ted.  I       1,  an  e^ 
description  of  an  actiicl  entity  mist  refer  to  its 
oewij[Win>nt  ~-'  -  laiowi"  (feelltit's). 

"A  preheni3ion  reproduces  in  Itself  t     iieral 
ehcfaeteristics  of  an  actual  entity".  (1)  ---,  .b.lle 
an  actual  entity  prebends  the    "    rid  (in 
sense ) ,  a  pprtiension  iias  reference  to  only  ■ 

the  world.  :.:ore  exactly-,  an  actual  entity  requirec  a 
noKiber  of  prcloenEions  in  order  to  react  to  the  whole 

world. 

The  8tG"teTaent  that  "every  prehension  cons  lets  of 
three  f actors r-'cn'b.lcct J 'drtun^ar^'stCbSective  forrT"(£) 
T/ould  seen  to  indicate  that  e  pr     on  is  a  lesi^cr 
sort  of  actual  rntlt-^-.  The  initial  ouotatlon  in  this 
■•etion  would  f.iao  seen  to  BUi-^ort  such  an  Interpretrtion, 
H  owevcr,  it  is  evident  on  closer  examination  that  when 
Whitehead  uses  tloe  tern  "prehension" ,  he  neans 
specifically  "feeling  ^".  C)  In  other  wor&a  a 
prehension  io  not  an  entity,  hut  a  mode  of  activity  v.'hi el- 
ls constitutive  of  en  entity.  It  io  true  that  a 


(1)  A.  5,  Whltshsed.  .rirocess  and  J^c  p.  t6 

(D  Ibid  p.  55 
(3)  Cf.  rbid  p.  G6 
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prehension  2  0w^:.-^Xs  of  su'ujvuv,  i  '"^^   ---■"^^lectlvc  i^-.x-i. 

"but  cal^'^  iia  tie  rerujc    :  cnsion  (feelln-)   of 

data  "by  e.  feeler,  oan*t  t^.^e   3)  t'.erc  a^re 

to  "be  felt  rnd  e  feeler  to  feci,     -..c     ..  .L.  cot"  referred 
to  In  the  cc.se  of  ai^y  prehension  Is  tlir-t  of  al 

entity  which  hr.s,  at  one  of  its  conponente,  this 
pRTtioulrr  -prehension  of  seam  i>cxticTilrr  _ 

It  is  to  "be  further  noted  tlie.t  the  cu"b:ective  for:- 
(cht-racteristic  attitiide '    (1)  of  any  prehension  is 
detenained  "by  the  sub^cotive  r:':-i  (or  purppso^    (D  of 
the  aotuel  entity     in  which  the  prchensicr  il   plr-ce, 

Ytcaa  it  Ib,  that  "by  a  number  of  prehensions,  each 
seleotiiv?:  a  tit  of  relevcnt  Ar'tumfT^or  the  ^.7}  ole 
•nviro2inent  to  "be  the  oh^^ect  c  affections   (or 

concern),— the  new  octnal  entity  ■builds  itself  up 
(Jnst  as  e  Dosaent  of  psychic  exDerleiice  adds  to  its 
self,  content  eg,  sense  datr ,   o'btcinod  fron  external 
so-urces)  and  constitutes  itself  a  new  entity  Cone") 
wmoaae  the  prcvio-us  ''nac;,'"* 

Ifliiteheod  distinguishes  various  types  of  prehensio:. 
( TC?ehendingB ) ;     ''prehensions  of  actual  entities,  nrjrclj- 
prehcnsions  ts^oec  data  involve  actual  entities  - 
temed  'physical  •'-■rehciis ions';  and  prehensions  of  eternal 
objects  are  temed 'j  .'. "    (^-^     All 


(1)   Cf.  ihcsis     page    42 
(£)  Ihid  pa^e    48 

(3)  A.  K.  Vihiteheed,  .  *  '  t^ 
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prelienclons  have  ciilj^ectlve  forme ;  c.  ■.   ctcz-?-  1  ©"b^lccts 
ncy  "be  re  a-cL  to  "by  an  E-ttltude  of  loii^lii^,  or 

dlscuBt  and  rejection.     In  the  procecs  of  "Ineltidln  •" 
phyclcGl  dBtG  Einllar  rccliCG-attlta  '        '      ■■.  of  cotirse 
othero)  are  ceE.ere.ted,    (1) 

There   r^c   r.lro  "h-'^brlc*   pbi'EicPl  prehensions":     "A 
pbyclcal  fcclict;  2.u  ..ere  ccxined  tc  "be  the  feelinc  of 
(l.G.  a  response  to)  enother  r,ctf.r.litj-.     If  the  other 
Gctncllty  "be  o"b3ectlflcd  h^  (the  dr.tc  of)   Its  conce-pttial 
feelin^-o,  the  pliyslcel  feellnc  of  the  sirhjeet  In 
Q.Tie8tion  Is  terrr.ed  »hy"fcrld»."  (?)     In  her  dj-  'on  of 

h^trld  physical  prehensions,  '  isc  I:  lille  stating 

the  tleory  correctly',   is  unf ortxmr  1  c   L .   ^he  exnnple 
which  she  ti^en.     It  is  strtcd  correctly,  thnt  a  hj'hrid 
physicrvl  fecllncT  is  "the  feelln£r  of  on  eternal  oh^ect 
felt  hjr  another  actii!"l  entity.''   (?)     Ihe  exrrpTe  is: 
"If  I  feel  the  tree  ae  STcen,  I  r^r.  feeling  the  tree  as 
prehendir^  conceptuRlly  the  etern/il  ohject  crecn,"     In 
this,  T'ios  ?lnr.et  has  ovcrloolrcd  the  distinction  hrt^-'ppn 
the  conceptual  prehension  of  an  eternal  ©"bject  and  tl.c 
eronpli  float  Ion  of  an  eternp.l  oTDject,     Strictly 
srer'!-ir_,'-,   if  the  tree  hrd   only  a  conccnturl  -prehension 


(l)Cf.  A.  H.   Viliitel  e.-r  Jv_     p.   49-50 

(?)  .      .         ■     ,  _  :ilosopl:y  of  or/raniam 
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of  "greenesB",  it  wotad  not  "be  G0ttt2.ll;    crcen  In  color. 
The  tree  woxild  not  "bo  {^eon  iintll  It  IsA  c.  -     llfled 
the  ccnceptunlli'  preLended  etcracl  oT)Ject  "crecncss'  , 
As  Bwah  the  eternal  oti^ect  is  not  colored,  i.e.   it  has 
not  tlie  sort  of  aiiality  rhlch  1b  seneuoucly  ap^^rc.  ..  __a. 

An  cAeqnnto  cxar.ple  of  e  hylirld  preheiiBlon  io  the 
one  mentioned  "by  !:is3  Snret:      "in  feell^v:  eternal  objectc 
we  c^p©  hGviiig  liytrid  physical  I'eelin^  of  r^id."   (1) 
Another  very  interesting  lllxiBtretlon  (c'  ■  ctcd 

"by  V.liltehend)  is  tiie  situation  v-hich  &rlseE  in  conver^ia- 
tion  T.'hen  ideas  (etcrivil  cl^ectc'   conceptually    ;-  -ed 

"by  ier^o)  ''A''   are  prchendea  sy  c-;;xual  entity  (perceiving 
Ctp'o)   "B".     Apparently,  on  occasion,  this  process  ta>cs 
place  v/ith  little  or  no  diirect  physical  nediation. 
Ihla  is  one  of  the  events  in  ordinary  erperience  which 
make  '■  mental  telei>athy"   (freed  froni  hunh-ug)  appear  very 
plasLSilJle  to  many  vA^.o  have  vividly'  experienced  it  in 
alld  or  nore  profoTxnd  fore, 

A  furtlier  distinction  between  prehensions  i- 
thus;,  e  positive  prehension  is  one  in  which  dc'ta  rre 
aeocptcd  into  tlie  l^ing  of  a  new  entit;  .     -    ricrrative 
prehension  is  one  in  which  the  proposed  d;.tc.  r.re 
elininated  fron  feeling.   (It  is  to  he  noted  th^it  data 

(1)     :;i8S  D.  t.  iiir.et,  .:;hi  '  ""  o^    -■ 
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tl.uc;  Occlt  Y/lth  gmst  "be  otonic:!  objects  aliicc,  "by 
definition,  all  actxial  cntltiou  rjrc  positively 
prchendcd,  ^     However,  the  sutjectlvc    '"        ,  "Ich 

date  are  felt  "as  excltided",  rc::co  Itc;  coiiti'i^ution  ^o 
the  ne.ttirc  of  the  entity,     xiven  in  the  c;  data  thuo 

excliided  from  fcelinr  there    '  "bond  of  p, 

in  thc.t,   the  dr.tr.  in  '.i-ur Uwion  ■--re   ''held  as  Inoperative'', 
i.e.  they  are  not  complete  1;.'  1  -d  fron  considoraxion, 

A  positive  clioice  of  certain  patterns  of  activity 
elinlnGtes  other  possible  pattenic,  yet  there  is  e.l\,i-^^ 
a  VGcxxe  sense  of  the  existence  cf  tlic  excluded 
posoi"bilities«     Ihls  is  the  tj^-p©  of  experience  >.hiteLecd 
is  trjii^i  to  dcscriTje  in  hlD  tiieory  of  nc-^^tivc 
prehensions. 

Aotvuil  entities,  or  more  specif loally,  their 
feelin^ns  or  prehensions  mp-nifest  a  "vecto-*'"  <^*  • --rt«»r, 
''Ihey  feel  wiiet  is  there  end  taransf ox^  it  li^to  v.*«-t 
here . ''  ( 1)     Hot  only  is  this  vector  ohGrccterlstic 
illuetmted  "by  the  relations   of     r  rnt-nrl  entity  to 
other  C4jturlities  present  or  past,     -j:xy  c-cvu;:-.l  entity 
desires  to  (and  dees)  nialcc  a  contrlVation  to  the  life  of 
actual  entities  «^ich  rill  arise  In  the  fi:tvj:*e. 

Whitehead's  theory  of  "positive  preiicnsion"   is 
taoed  on  a  description  of  "connunion  with  natttrc".     He 


(1)  A,  n,  Whitehead,  I  recess  r.nd  iier.lity         p. 
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ht.i^  in  mind  the  ucrt  of  thins  ref erred  to  1)  rth*8 

poetx-y,  .—  ire   ^'\^rc.  lr.,--i'hc 

expex'iexice   in  vvhici-  u  i.c-x-i:.uK  sc         .v   i  ^vl  'j.t  OiX   .,1th 
nat\ire.-««j.he  wi^  In  r.-hich  an  enotioncl  tone  c 
crjrrles  en  fror:  one  occe.L>lon  of  e::perler.cc  to  another, 
ie  lllcev;lse  referred  to  "by  v;hltchcGd  cb  llliistrctln^    ^..v. 
prehcnfilon  of  one  pctual  entity  "by  a  notrly  rjrlsli:^ 

cctiial  entity, l-.e  spread  and  niatual  Interpcnetratlon 

of  the  ultlncte  electronic  entities,  alco  lll-astrJitcs 
thle  prchenL:lve  process,   (1) 

A  >ey  to  the  uadcrstandln/r  of  V,hltelierx3.'s  doctrine 
of  •  conceptrjxl  prehension"   1b  provided  "by  oiir  "r^7r?rereGS 
of  posclhllltles."   {£) 

It  was  noted  -prevloiLsly,  that  '.?hl  1  e  ' all  actual 
entitles  are  pnnltl-rrl;';  -re:  ejected 

group  of  the  etcrncl  oc^ccvg  ie  go  de^ilt  uixi:,-    u*:o 
renalnder  "beins  "cxcliided"  "by  neciratlYC  prehensions. 
At  first  Elt':^.t  It  coy  appcCiT  thr.t  there  Id  r,  prohlcn 
her©,-  nanelj',  ho\7  is  it  poasihlc  to  ''feel"   cjn.  eternal 
o"bicot  and  then  reject  It?     Doec  not  tlic  ncrc  fact  of 
feeling  the  eternal  ohject  arJ:c  it  a  part  of  the  new 
entity^ 

An  ol) flection  of  this  oort  overloo"?rs  e  farther 


(1)  Cf,  ThOElc       pa^Tc       10 

(2)  Ibid  pe^TC       15 
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coiaplc3Clty  of  the  ppchenalve  ■••'roccsc.   In  terns  of  a 

the  apparent  difxioTilty  li>     ».  i,, — I'here  ia  a  distinction 
"between  "Inltlnl  data"-  the  world  ao  it  presente  Itself, 
and  "013^601  JYc  data"-  tlxe  content  selected  for  use  in 
the  origination  of  r.  iievi  actual  entity.   (1)     ThTJs  it  lo 
thrt  the  nere  fact  of  focliiOcT  dtta  (iulllrl  data)  does 
not  thereby  coiiGtltuto  them  eonponentc  of  the  finally 
detcminntc  actual  entities. 

In  illtiGtrr-ttn^;  the  aort  of  ey^erlcnce  he  has  in 
nlnd  rrhen  referring  to  his  doctrine  of  ne^i  tiv« 
prehension,   *'1^1tr^^''ff   •^prtlonn   tl-.^t    o'f"   r.n  r^tlnt,   A 
petlnter,  as  i-e  pr  vo  i^i^^ji  iiiu  v.-cr^:,  vi^iiu^s  of 

vario\i8  poscihllitloE   (initial  data).     "    viiv';  done  so 
he  selects  sorie  and  rejects  others,  holdijic  'oeforc  him 
(ooiioeptv-alli),  that  selected  fet?^  to  cuide  hln  in  his 
V7or!!c  (ol)Jcetlre  data),     Eowever,  the  rejected 
poBsihilltlcs  remain  in  the  "bacZ-csround  of  the  artist's 
experience,     I"e  is  ay/arc  of  their  presence  in  a  din, 
confused  sort  of  v.'C^r,     Ihus  V.lilteiioad  ati.tes:     "  A 
nef:rtive  prehension  holdc  its  datxaa  as  inoperative  in 
the  progresBive  concrescence  of  prehensions  constit\i- 
tin^  the  unity  of  the  siib^ect,"   (C)     This  nf-xeo  more 


(1)   Cf,  A,  H,  ^Vhitchead,  "    •     ■         •    '^   llevllty      v.   ?37-e 
(£)  Itid       p.  25       Under? 
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TUjifl^e  ^*E  clalz:  that  the  3ort  of 

excltuiion  ac  I  "by  ft  negatl.  jn  oo: 

a  "bond  of  unity. 

There  lo  g  r  j?  point  to  "be  noted  v-lth  re  ~ 

to  :  ve  pr.  loiis. every  etern:il  ol\l9Ct  Is 

ppehcnded,  either  poeltiYcly  f^-     r-'" 

eternal  oT^^cct  cac-iot  te  .,    -i-savcij' 

r       .  ty  most  r.«txiel  entities  (  in  Tact  God  Is  the 

only  oiie  t/ho  is  atle  to  rcco:  t^lich  t^e  fert)  for  they 

(i.e.  moat  rxtuul  encii,::.^-;;  j.o  Jiot  i-.p-rc^.c-.a  l 

the  implications  of  c^^   eternal  o^bject.  (i.e. 

relationcil  esaence"> 

In  the  case  of  zziz^^v   tc-ceptual  -  "  ■^lElons, 
there  is  no  distinction  "between  inltirl  tnd  otjectlvc 

data. 

It  ic  to  '.^    -'rticulrrlj'  noted     ■    -•    ---"''   --t-ri 
entity  has  "both  jiiij'sicrl   rr.d  cor.f 
(ppehcnr.ionc).     In  -thlfi  my,  V/hl  •.  avoids  the 

dualisu  of  rx.ttei     -i^-  i::ind.     Cne  of  hi .--i.errntJ:  of 

this  pooltion  Indlcctes  the  influence  of  p'       ■ 

ei*c3ccncc  tlcrc  Is  a  two'^'old  '  of  the 

iv.U 

crcr.tive  urge. ^^-^^--^  aspeott>  ^be     -^1<--1  the  ^-hj-sical 

■'■   riental  .   ^.o  act^i-l  or.tlty   ■'      '^vcici  o:.   either 

pole."   CD 


(1)  A.  H,  Uhitchced,  ^ 
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The  nrl  Ion  of  Dr.trt  In  ^ 

^_ n 

In  descriV'infj  t^"-    '•■^Iffixir-tlon  •^■^     '^  ■■'-•■^nnl  entity 
"by  ncaiis  of  prehenpio/ia  of  other  :  ctual  entitles, 
Whit  tises  the  terns  rjid  Ion" « 

The  nefiJiln."  '^if  t^if^  "fo-^rrr  tcm  ahonl'l  T!c  fairly  c 
from  the  precc;dii\7  di3c\:.;;c;ic:j. —  Cthci-  1  entities 

provide  cateri^l  or  "data"  for  Incluslori  In  the  new 
aetnal  entitle:?  which  arc  contimialls'^  rTlsin./?.   (It  is 
to  he  noted  thut  t'  c  tern  "datf."   Is  elao  implied  to  the 
etcmrl  oh^ectc  \7hlch  rre  -asod  In  the  sclf-creetlve 
process  of  txL  p.ctnnl  entity.  > —  "ITie  fainctloningr  of 
one  actual  entit;'  (thro^-^h  the  nedlxun  of  datn)  In  tlie 
celf -creation  of  rjiother  ^   entity  is  the 

'^oh^eeti-Tication"  of  the  forrier  for  the  If  tier  actual 
entity. — --eh .'eot if  icRtlon' refers  to  the  p:n'tlcailo.r 
mode  in  which  the  potentl' lity  of  one  totiir.l  entity  Is 
realized  in  onothcr  r^ctual  entity."   (1)  *     IHirther,   it 


(1)  A,  H.  '..hit'       "■     .  Se;  ?A 

Unde^' ._, _   . 

♦  However,  it  is  tc  he  noted  t!-r,t  tl:e  term  "oh,1ectif- 

i     .;'■  is  alio  1 

r      ion  of  one  :—,. —        .   -^   —   -  -^       -  the 

cf     .e  transaction,  an?      le  into:  (A)  the  ohiectlf- 

1      1  of  the  fr'  "  ■■   "  ■   "    '■  0 

li  .„  ..  ;  t-nd  (P)  i:  . 

dntim  is  cTsorhed  into  t        tivc 

Ihid  (1)   p.  t2   ^rac;      "   . 


.\    ' 


ZA 

la  to  "be  noted  that  the  prcceas  "by  which  on  eternal 
o'b;;ect  ftmctlons  In  the  Belf-crer.tlve  growth  of  en 
actuD.1  entity,  la  not  called  "ohjectifloation" ,  f^t 
rather  ''inei     j^'  .  — -«>ith  reference  to  the  det- ilc 
of  this  process  (of  Ir^jreselon),  it  is 
"befoi'e  there  is  a  genuine  Ingrcscion  of  txi   etemr.l 
otject,  there  nuet  first  "be  a  ooneeptual       sion  of 
the  eternal  object,  r.s  dctut,--      1b  then  exer^l^ 
or  ingresscB.  For  excrple,  if  I  cut  threa  plecct?  '^f 
bread,  the  etci-ii:  1  onject  "triplicity''  "  '  ' 
In  the  ti-ree  pieces  of  bretui.  But  before  tr.is  took  place 
there  imiBt  have  "been  the  enrisageDent  of  that       ility 
aaA  the  decision  to  cut  that  ncjr.-  rlecc8.(  concuwi.w-1 
prehenaion  and  subjective  aio) 

the  types  of  experience  which  provided  '•♦hitehead 
with  hinta  as  to  the  nature  of  the  phj'sical  prchenslve 
process  have  "been  alreadj-  noted  (the  enjoyrcnt  of  the 
brooding  presence  of  nr xore;  the  tr&nsfer  of  a  feeling 
tone  of  anger;  the  spread  of  an  electronic  disc) rr/^  . 
Ihe  nature  of  the  prehenslve  process  Is  further 
clsrlfied  by  a  consideration  of  UTiitehend's  exnct  v.nS. 
technical  8t''^«»  '^nt  of  the  relation  of  "dctr."  to  soiirce. 


*  Coiiciii'^e  from  pa^w  33: 

here  i 

a 

I -      -_ 

'  la 

rot  ri.  st^ch,1.'. 
c 

.  *<  J  w;,  • 

■i  ,       .                           , 
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tuid  the  nalitre  of  "ttie  g  of  -tlon. 

'"■  t   of 

uctv.'  i  uiiLI-i'.;;-.-  ^li  aotuctlit^-  ia  prohendcd  Tj;-  • 

of  sornc  clcrrent  of  its  ovm  deflnV  '-."   C)     "So  o 

rerl  cc  -t  in  the  o'h,'«ectlf1.cd  entity 

role  cf  t)eint:  hovr  ■'■'-    -  -tictilftr  entity  1r   -  <^ntiu5  in 
the  CT  -c»c  of  the  (nc'r)  En:'b.^cct."   (T)  *     iic  r  " 

norc  specif Icrlly  to     crction-1  f orris "trr:?snit-- 
BOEtcnt  tc  r.oncr.t/'   C*^     -rid  spervn  rf  a  suljcctive  forn 
■beii]<T"ccntlnrxnis  tliroivjh f^'ttt  "t^^  '^"^^  n,-'-^----:  of 

erpcrience."   (4) 

Eerc  r""1'-!  ^t  r^.^rt  hr  noted  thet  1  is 

-TTOvoBlnc  to  acLcrioc  the  nature  of  all  acttial  entities 
in  terns  of  the  cxi^crlence  of  r  self  of  the  ^  nort- 

the  onlr  -^^  -^  r.ctnr.l  entity  rrhlch  \l?Si .         1  clalne 
to  iTicrr  r.ccTLirrJtclj'  -  ---  -"-irly  eorspletely. 


(£)   rtid        p.   97  Bmclcete 

^  I!"  •  -•    ^    ^---   -" --   "•"•    ■-'  ■- "  '  ■•••'"ncc   J*"  '"■' ■'"tlon- 

Tsli  ■   ^'^  '  •' 

occasion,   r  «^  mu-Jeotlve 

'(  ..-— •ii7.;i -;———*- 

(4)  A.  ii,  Wiiiteheod,  ^  ;  or  x^c.x.       p.  i^fc 


ihero  pre  certain  v-  :i  In  V/hl '    "^  \7rlt'' 

vhlch  swrrest  a  different  theorj-'  cf  ©"blectif icrtlon  ond 
prehcnElcn.  It  Is  sti^igpeeted  thr.t  the  datr  arc  not 
concrete  omponeuts  of  the  pre"   "  '  r*-  --  -  titles 

"but  rather,  eternr.l  ot^ecte. It  1g  true  tlint  In  i-ore 

caoes  the  drtc.  no.y  'he   etcrnrl  ©■biecte  (as  In  the  case  of 
hyl)rid  phyelccJ.  prehensions),  'xhe  question  tmder 
eonsldere-tlon  Is  whether  or  not  date,  nre  alv/Eyp  eternr.l 
otjecte. 

Whitehead  states,  for  exaaiple:  "/oi  eternal  ©"b.^^o*  , 
when  it  has  in^rreoslon  throii^  its  function  of  o"b5ec- 
tlfyln^  the  actual  v/orld  ,bo  gs  to  prcBcnt  the  dntim 
for  prehension.  Is  functioning 'datively.'^  (1)  "The 
etcrnrl  cl\1ectB  function  hy   introducln^'r  tl  e  nuTtl-15clty 
of  actur.l  entities  as  constitutive  of  the  actual  entity 
In  question."  (i:)  3ueh  paBsa^res  an  t^enr  hrve  5ed 
critics  to  hold  thet  the  only  'boiia  "bci-,;ecii  .      ivc 
actual  entities  is  the  eterntl  object  which  they  have 
in  connon;  i.e.  tlie  new  actunl  entity  has  cs  datum  only 
en  eternal  ohject,  which  objectifies  the  actual  r/orld. 

ihis  vlev7  is  apparently  supported  "by  references  to 
the  relational  functioning  of  eternal  objects, on  which 


(1)  A,  n.  V/liitcheniL, 
(£)  rbid  p.  93 


^0  X      • 


?7 

the  solldrrixy  of  the  xmivor- r  "-  •>  -•— '.      (i  )       "'..„..-. 
Is  one  eternal  oljjeot  vrlth  tY?o-w£Ky  functioning,  namely, 
as  partlnl  determinant  of  the  otjectlvo  dcfir  , 
piirtial  determinant  of  the  anl)3ective  form.     In  this 
two-way  role,  the  eternal  oh^eot  Is  functlonln^j 
relationraiy  "between  the  Initial  date,  on  one  hand  and 
the  concrcjjcent  ernhject  on  the  other,"   ("^ 

EOY/ever,   tn  consldcrlnrr  snch  statement.-:,   it  ni'Ct 
"be  renen'bered  that  In  r.ll  Inatrncea  V.Tilteheod  Is 
apparently  dlscnssln^  the  tranp^r-p  of  f eelln,  ^  .     It  Is 
tliereforo,  not  to  "be  thoii^ht  thivc  zi.e  etemnl  ohjects 
are  tl.e  nost  Inportant  elements  In  the  proceos,  or  the 
only  content  of  the  hrldfre  "between  aettial  entitles. 
By  virtue  of  the  process  of  prehension.   I.e.  a  cen^liio 
transfer  of  feelln^J,  the  sane  eternal  o"bJect  apperjps 
In  two  sucoeBslve  actual  entities,     ihe  real  connection 
hetweem  actual  entitles  In  nost  cases.  Is  not  due 
prlrtira*llj^  to  the  fact  of  the  presence  of  the  sane 
eternrl  o"b^cct  In  the  two  actual  entitlcc,  hut  rather 
to  tlie  transfer  of  feelings  or  content  In  v.'hlch  the 
etemfl  ohject  Is  exenpllfled.     In  short.-  the  eternal 
o"b.5ect  "deterrdnes"  the  actual  entity  (or  cone  phase  of 
it)  not  hy  any  overwbelEiln^  ml^t  or  rlpht,  "but  T?eoause 


(1)  A,  H,  V.liitehead,  ■.rocc^^:   cjid  .cC'-llty         p.  £49 
(£)   rbid     p.   ?64 
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the  actuo.1  entity  decided  to  "be  determined  "by  thot 
eternal  oliject  (i.e.  in  the  sense  that  it-  the  actual 
entity-  exemplifies  that  eternal  ol)ject). 

Miss  Eminet  is  of  the  opinion  that  VVliitehead  can- 
not lecltimately  discuss  the  oh^ectif ication  of  actual 
entities  in  terms  of  the  transfer  of  feelings.  She 
holds  this  viev;,  "because,  "by  previous  definition:  "It 
is  only  ohjects  and  not  events  v/hich  can  "be   again."  (1) 
In  ansv/er  to  this  ohjection  it  is  to  "be  noted  that  one 
feeling  (content  or  act)  is  not  an  entire  event. 
Therefore,  in  saying  that  a  feeling  is  transferred  from 
a  now  dead  actual  entity  to  a  novel  actual  entity. 
Whitehead  is  not  being  inconsistent.  That  is  to  say, 
he  is  not  claiming  that  a  past  actual  entity  end\ires, 
as  such.  Lioreovor,  V/liitehead  "believes  that  the 
validity  of  his  position  can  "be  substantiated  "by 
reference  to  a  certain  sort  of  experience.  He  holds 
that  on  occasion,  it  is  discovered  that  a  feeling 
which  once  formed  part  of  a  now  dead  and  gone  experience 
(actual  entity)  may  at  the  present  nonent,  in  all  its 
living  immediacy,  be  a  component  of  a  new  actual  entity, 
(An  example  v;hich  he  offers  is  that  of  the  transfer  of 
a  feeling  of  anger  from  a  past  to  a  present  occasion 
of  experience-actual  entity). 


(1)  Liiss  D.  1-,  Emmet,  Whitehead's  Philosophy  of  Organism 

p.  159 
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^9 
•  to  the  tyne  of 
c].riractcrised  "by      .ulnc  t        of  feeli 
(physlcc;!  ppehenolon);  It  is  to  le  noted  that  there  la 
not  an  (A)  exrct  or  (B)  conplcte  transfer  of  content 
froia  the  old  to  the  new  actur-l  entity.   (A)  "Th« 
•caiise*  (old  actual  entity)  passes  on  Itc  feeling  to 
"be  reproduced  l^y  the  net?  suh^ect  oo  its  ovm— -l)ut  the 
rc'enfiction  is  not  perfect."  (1)  Certain  iniii'bitlons, 

A 

additlonc,  v;cr"reninGS  or  intenaifications  nay  appear 
due  to  the  history  of  its  production,  (B)  Only  sone 
feelln/TB  are  transfeired  in  the  -nrocess  of  prehension. 
Other  feeling  in  the  ori^inrl  actual  entitles  nre 
dismissed,  elininated  fron  the  new  aetuul  entity.  (£) 
"There  are  factors  in  the  environment  which  ejre 
elininated  fron  any  function  as  exnlicit  facts  in  the 
new  creation,  xhe  ruxiiiln^  stream  purifies  Itself.'"  ^"^ 

An  exanlnation  of  moral  and  resthetic  erpcrlciiccs 
provides  V/hltchead  v/lth  evidence  of  the  escentlal  place 
of  this  procecs  of  selection  and  rejection  in  the  life 
of  an  actual  entity. 

It  has  "been  seen  that  a  novel  actual  entity  derives 
data  fron  other  rcturl  entities  by  physical  -nirphpn.Ti.onB , 
and  exrvlBCcee   posBihilltlec  "by  conceptual  preLciii:iori£, 


(1)  A.  n.  V.-hltehe-d,  --cr-.s  nid  -.eality   p.  ?62 

tE  r-lnc  . 

(£)  Cf.  ■■  ■     p.  3?1 

(r5)  A,  !i.    iuehcrd,  .  dver.tures  of  Idecs   p,  £55-6 


(fbM  mi-  of  -r^al"  ojsil  ''  ") 

fjttftlallty)*     One  or  f&ct  In  the 

oAsa  ot  p  ->»*"  ir-^  „.^lon  1,      •   -.     ,        "  of 

fttftool  entity       '  ,-       ta  for  prcl        *   rx  Into  '       ^i^e     " 
ertxllablo  after  tiic  Intcwftl  c  of  tl.e  ^ 

entity  "X"  "bae  eraporptcd^-wnm  .     (1) 

•Tbm  •*p«r5«ct  (datna,  also  callr^   '    '      —...,--., ^'.f 
the  oett^l  entity)  Is  not  of  th#  e  of  the 

•o'bjeot."   (t)     This  -^rTthcr  ©-  the  feet  thrt  the 

jrceoao  Toy  waica.  en  c«T.-ii5ii  entity  le  ol>^e0tlflod  for 
pgpeliencion  Into  aaetlier  aetual  entity, 
maxtteoftl  cllrdnntlon  and  leas. 

■perpetually  perish*  eub^eetlvcly,  V  -f  '^'^ 

oT>5eotlTcly,"   (S) 

It  DOBt  also  tc  re»erte>6&  that  the  rr 
ebjeetlfloatlon  la  not  due  entirely  to  V  '^  ^'-tlvity  cf 
•t  c  nevly  p.rlsinc  act-aol  entity.  ntltles 

tJhlch  provide  dRt©  have  a  drive  or  vrce  to 
eantritiutlons  to  now  actunl  entities.     In  a  nr 
data  ore  not  yir  j  avnllG^le,     It  is  peirt  -^     i^   r   r 

nature  that  tlc^  •  Into  new  eetnf I  antltics— 5»'.  t 

ac  It  is  pert  of  the  nr.ture  of  norn  ■•eel In-  elecscnt  In 
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•xper^enco  vo  carry  on  into  the  next  moment  of  exrerlence. 
She  particxaoj?  act  of  feelliig  Is,  of  cotiTBC,  deternijied 
ultlnntoly  "by  the  intention  (sulDjective  eim)  of  the 
Bubject  experiencing' • 

In  vlev/  of  the  r-recedinc  diBOiisuion  of  tiie  nature 
of  pi^henoion,  doctmentable  "by  tua  even  nore  exhaustive 
reference  to  uiteheo-d'e  work,  it  seatos  strange  to 
find  Dr.  Cherlec  llartshomc  faced  ty  r.  /pr^tve  protlem. 
"Since  it  cannot  be  the  cternrl  oTr.^ccts,  nor  the  events 
as  constituted  by  thcp.,  which  internally  involve  other 
actual  entities,  therefore,  the  solidarity  of  the 
world,with  its  corollarj  ,  the  denial  of  siiaple  location, 
ean  only  isetai  tht  t  the  bcre  space-tine  locus  of  crvch 
event  iiwolves  reference  to  the  loci  of  other  events. 
Qualitatively,  events  rciaaln  outaide  etuch  other.  I 
confess  to  a  virtual  certainty  that  this  is  not 
Whitehead's  neanin^,"  (1) 

Surely  it  is  evident,  a»  far  as  Whitehead  is 
•oiw^nMd,  that  events  interm.lly  involve  each  other 
by  a  process  of  transfer  of  feeling,  V/hiteheed's 
Tiev/s  concerning  tlie  solidarity  of  the  world  r.re  c.ptly 
mnanarlzed  thus:  "the  process, or  concrescence, of  any 
one  actual  entity  involves  tlie  other  rctnrl  entitles 


(1)  Chrjrlee  Hartshornc,  "On  Sorae  Crlticisns  of  wliitohepd'o 

Philosopliy'- »  The  I-hilocoiihic.l  Revlev^    July  1935  p,f^36 
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aaon^  its  cc  .     In  Ur  V:  c  olivlous  solidrrlty 

of  the  \7orld  i^celves  Ito  er  ion.''   (1) 

Finally,    it   cr.nnot  "be  aoifficlentl;,    ._._.. li 

In  this  system  oi   tiiow^iT; ,   "an^.  itcn  of  the  Toniverse, 
howerer  preposterous  as  cm  atstrcct  thoiocht,  or  however 
rcnote  rp  on  p-cttial  entity,  hs-s  Its  own  gradation  of 
relevance,  ao    'rcjiCij-cu.,  in  the  constitution  of  ejiy  one 
p.ct\iftl  entity."   (S) 
The  Stitjeotive  Form 

"The  *8iib elective  forra'is  hey.'   .'^^m'biect  prehenda   that 
dr.tuia."   (?)     "There  are  many  speciee  of  su'b^ective 
fomc,  such  ao  eiaotlons,  valuations,  purposes, 
odvcrslona  (and  )averj-^lon8   ( see  rroocsB  ejid  Heality  .  .,;;^^ 
oonsoiousness  etc,"  (4)     Horror,  diai^'-Jat,  Indi  ■nation 
end  en^ioynent  of  8  ^oke  are  other  suhject^f orris,     Lite 
fi.ll  other  conponents  of  an  actual  entity,  the  Bul)jectivc 
fom  io  ''selected  ±Ton  the  nultlpllcity  of  prure 
potent Ir 11 ty"  and  does  its  share  in  providing 
definitenesG,     ThPt  is  to  say,  the  actual  subjective 
fom  Is  first  envisaged  as  an  clistrect  poB8i"billty,  and 
then  replijsed  in  the  life  of  a  nmr  aetu'r^l  entity. 


(1)  A,  n.   '  — 

(D  Ibid 

(S)  rbid  p. 

(4)  rbid  p.  t&      Brao>ct8  nine. 
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ConBcioiuBWgg 

It  1q  to  te  noted  that  l^lt«heed  tummi  the  tena 
"c«nsclo-ucnGsc"   in  r.  rr.tl;er  cpeolallzed  sense,  far 
narrower  ci-roi  x.  :^  ^r   '  in^  of  "BMveness". 

Wiltehecd  niriH  "be  esrpccted  to  claim  that  Piiy  concepl 
prehension  has  "conBclonsncBs"  r.s  r  ohr:rGcterlot"*c  rt 
Its  eulijectlve  form.     Such,  howerer,    '      "-t  the 
In  his  opinion,   "concertijnl  feeling,  apart  frc 
intOt^rc'-tlon  \7ith  physical  feeling  »re  devoid  of 
eonsclousness  in  tlicir  e-ttt^^cctlve  foms,"   (1)   ..liitehecd's 
position  Is  further  clarified  in  tlie  following  Q-uctction: 
" Consciousness  rcriulres  nore  then  the  nere  entertcln 
of  a  theory  (conple:t  eternal  ohjoct  or  proposition'!.   It 
is  the  feeling  of  the  contrc-at  of  theory,  as  ncrc  tl:eory, 
with  fact. as  acre  fact,"   (i:)     2hat  is  to  cay,  for  er^nple 
there  is  not  ncre  physical  p3?chenalon  of  datr.  clvcn 
(any  more  than  nerc  conocptur-l  [j^nttionslon  of  an  eternal 
ohject);  there  imict  be  the  feeling  of  thesedr.ta  "beln,": 
confronted  hy  a  conce-ntTinl  nrphrnElon .    r.-^inh  thr.t  Vr  fl^t-- 
are  recognized  as  cxexz-pllti^lug  c   ccrxi.in  eternal  object  • 
(This  general  sltur.tlon  v/otLld  he  bjbl  c  r  of  Crtc—real 

Ohligatlon:     "Tlic  Category  of  Conoei»tual  v  Ion",    (r-) 


(1)   A,   K,   Whitehead  in  conversation, 
(il)  A,  li,   'ililtehead,     ^ 

(3)  Cf.  Ihid     p.  39 
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ILo  act-ure  of  this  '= contract"  tiust  "be  considered  In 
mure   dctr.ll,  V-TilteLccul  states  tl.at:  "conaclouaneBB  le 
the   feeling  of  negation."  (1)  ihls  tyoe   of  feelln**?  in 
its  barest  soxm   Is  Illustrated  l)y  the  perception  of  r. 
mtoub  BB   grey,  iliat  la  to  sr.y,  the  fact  (stone)  la 
•MKtraeted  v/ith  the  theory  (this  Is  grey).  In  t^uch  an 
experience  there  is  implied  the  notion,  this  etone  io 
crey   and  n  ^.  'x'he  feeling  of  contrai3t,  which 

is  the  'basic  of  oonaciouDncBE,  reaches  its  ftill 
developoent  when  a  negative  prehension  le  involved, 
as  for  cxciaple  in  "peroeivine  this  stone  as  rxt  .ycy. 
Ihe  grey  then  has  inG"rcsGion  in  its  full  chcrt-ctcr  of 
a  conceptual  novelty.  illustrRtiiv;  en  gltemative,"  (2) 
In  V,;hitehead*s  opinion  "the  ner^-tlve  perception  la  tLe 
triunph  of  consciousneoB,  It  finally  rlBeu  to  the  pe^Tr 
of  free  loa^-^nation,  in  vrhlch  thp  eonocTittir.l  novelties 
seaxrch  tlirou^h  a  universe  in  v.T.ici:  vi.cy  ire  net 
datively  exer.pliflcd,"  (3)  ouch  experlenoe  as  this  is 
the  "basis  of  art,  and  all  other  creative  and  spontaneous 
aotivitlcG.  (4) 

It  is  to  he  noted  that  apparently  V.'hitehead  does 
not  always  emphasize  the  neccooity  of  havin^j  conceptual 


(1)  A.  IT.  eod,  -roMMS  JLti       P»   ^45 

(2)  Ihid       .  ^--v  UnfleriUi-. -^  ,.^..^. 

(3)  Ibid     V,.  14^ 

(4)  Cf,  A.  K,   '..'hiteher-.d,  -  3  of  Idcr.s        p.   r.47 
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and  pliyelcnl  i*celln^  "before  conoclc^  or 

exaaple:      ''all  fortes   of  eonsclo  "ron  v/tiys  of 

integration  of  proposltl'vnrt    *r.ell^,,  .      ith  other  ~S'^ 
either  pli^Blcal  feell  •      1  feelings."   (1) 

Tham  it  ni^t  coca  that  when  c  iilon  is  integreted 

with  a  conceptual  feeling,  there    1:    no  physical  feolir^ 
in  tiiO  citmition.     However,  iThitchead  la  free  from 
Inconcioteiioy  cince  a  proposition  is  "tl^  entity 
foming  the  datura  of  e  conplosc  feeling  derived  from  the 
lixtasration  of  a  pic  si  era  fceliiv?  v;ith  a  oonoeptiial 

foclinfr."   (£) 

All  conceptual  prehenslonc  have  aa  their  sul^^ectivc 
fom,   "-—     tion".     For  ^--— ■'«,   in  th«  final  sta-^-   f^" 
a  ccnpli  z  conceptual  feeliiv-r,    the  ou1\1ect  jc  fuced  v/ilh 
various  data  \rtiich  must  "be  arrnrn^d  in  order  of 
ittportajico  v.'ith  reference  to  its  su"b5ectivc  uin 
(intention).     In  tcrnB  of  this  etaadavd,  t  1 

o"bJect  iB  felt  as  inportiuit  or  aa  relative Ij^ 
Tininportant,     iliio  proccos  is  tcmcd  valivntlon.     In  the 
oaoe  of  a  sinple  conceptual  prciXiOiiion,  t.  uterir  ■* 

object  ic  recardcd  a«  dcaira^lo  (and  responded  to  vtith 
the  mibjectivc  fom  of  "acce^itance'"  )• 


(1)  A.  H,  Whitehead,  rooess  - 

(2)  I"bid  p.  591     Underllni 
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It  i£  to  "be  noted  tii-t    *  ^-  ^ --,. 

cc  otivc  f  -  is  the  qualltatire 

pcttern-the  v/i-.;/  in  '.  1-lch  tl-.c  Ti^rlo-uB  e:<  In  the 

'"Bul^^ect"  ore  exra.^.ca.     •  .   -i-c  various  qutaitltative 
intcnoiticB  of  tlicue  elenente  f  m,  S,  She 

entire  Buljjectivc  fc  .  lities 

Buch  OB  ioy^  distaote,  evcrslon.     It  la  cIdo  true  that 
parts  of  the  euh.lectlve  form,  nnj^  at  different  tlr.ee 
BBnlfeet  different   -tirlltieB.     kn  erf.rlnatlon  of  an 
enjoynent  of  Eiut.ic  'ill  rec-^   these  factciv.      '    ^I'te 
hns  n  ccrxrln  patterrod  rel^tlr-       '      to  Its  overtrOiiee, 

eeoh  of  which  ha«  its  lndivld\\^.l  Intensities-  hence  r. 

PBttem  of  IntenBltieB.     In  fdditlon  tiie  toiiL 

provolre  varloiis  feellnge,  pjojI  tlie  over' 

rise  to  feellnffB  rhloh  the  note  a»  sneh  docs  not 

eonjnre  up.  (1) 

In  so  fcT  ae  enrlolaieat  of  soxtjectlve  fern  I0 

achieved  "by  a  proper  "balanoc  of  qmxlltr.tlvc  pattern 

and  Intensity  through  contrp-rt   (effected  "by  the 

positive  conceptual  prehensloni:  of  relevojit  alternrtlves), 

an  actup.l  entity  rill  enjoy  an  lncren.ced  ri.  '  "   . 

In  this  wey  the  "ultlia-te  creative  e'"   of  the 

Tjnlv«^rsc   is  rdernately  c^Lenplif led. 


(1>   Cf.  A.  H.  'tmitehend,  l^occ 
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entl;,-,  at  IciADt,  V.hltehe- '  "' '-   the  tern 
"sTLt^octlve  fcrr."   In  cr  senoc  tlwn  tiict  eons? 

In  the  -rroccdln-  ncctlon  (I.e.  lia\<:  r.  ot  pre 

dtitiir,  •     Iii  -.u-w  ^   (.f  laco-s  there  la  reference  to 

the  feet  that  ''ti.e  puclitctlve  content  cf  the  object 
preheMed  entere  Into  the  qiiclltlce  cxenxlified  In  the 

eubJeotivc  forr:  cf  that  prcherslon -the  stiV.-^ectlve 

fcrr:'.  confort'^  to  the  oh^ectlvc  datt  ."   (1) 

It  ic  culte  true   (on  the  hcslc  of  the  r-revlc-us 
expoBitlon)  that  there  nay  he  continuity  of  Buh^ectlve 
form  from  one  occcuslon  to  another;  lut  decs  It  f o.T"'  ■ 
neceasexily,  tlict  the  other  cLur,lltc.tivc  contents  of 
pirevioi.B  act-oal  entitle^  o-re.    lao  part,  not  of  the 
ouhject.  hut,  of  the  o-uh/.ectlvc  fcrra  of  the  r,"        --'  "• 
entity*^     v.liat  confoms  to  the  oh^cctlve  dctc  is  not 
the  euhjcctlvc  fnr-i  "br.t  the  s-ah^ect,     Thlc  seenin^ 
confuelon  la  t  c;  x;/i;c---  Liitlficted  "b-j  ohserrlng  that 
apparently  VJhltehjsnd  Is  uatOtT  the  tern  snh.^ectlvc  form 
in  a  different  eenae  from  that  ustir.lly  .      "Th« 

subjective  form  Id  tJie  ljqa»airte  aubrect  In  th-^t  state 
of  suh^ectivc  feeling  {of  a  drturo)."   {£) 


(1)  A.  ::,  Villi tehcad,  ^^dYC-;-     -'     ^  ^(Jco.?-,       r^,   rrA 

(2)  Ihid     p.  S£7  U  nderliniii^s  '^■^  hrcic^ctE  nlne# 
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'xhc  tlYC  A  In 

One  of  the  wo  at  eesentlal  oleinentf  f^tual 

entity,  as  In  a  htuoan  person,   ic  Iul.       :>     :     ,   or 
Bix'bjectlve  aim.     In  oad's  opinion,   it  Is  not  on 

ertemr.l  fixed  end,  vjaeH  by  a  crestor  c:         .    txern  to 
guide  hln  in  the  eonctructlon  of  en  act"''    -:itlty. 
Tlic  subjective   uln  is  rf^ther  r    tcleo'  Jnejit  In 

each  cctual  entity.     It  Is,   In  o-fect,   iixi  ideal  self 
which  Tfhen  envlsai^:ed:     "defines  whfit   *sclf»   tilmll  riae 
tron  the  dut"nn;  snd  the  Ideal  Ic  also  em  c  >.  in  the 

oelf  which  thus  arises,"   (1)     In  short,   thert 
subjective  aJLa  operative  In  an  actur.l  entity  tccauoe 
the  subject  has  c.  conceptual  prehension  of  a  definite 
proposition  (or  a  coiiplcx  eternal  object).     This 
proposition  Is  prehended  v;lth  tY.r.  subjective  forn  of 
"purpose  to  realise  it  in  thax  process  of  self- 
creation."   (2)      ;orc  coeclflcally,   it  is  to  be  noted 
that,  rhatevcr  ije-rtici:JLar  sul-.^ectlvc   r-^  -tit- 

have,  cvcrj-  entity  h-'-  '^       '  itt;c-if 

as  Indlviduxj-l  satisfaction  e.i  t  creator.^ 

(i.e.  a  center  of  novel  e3r->erlcnce  net  dsolutely 

detcnalned  by  t/r      --••:•   -^-^'-^ its.  ui  iii,ribution  to 

actual  entities)   (o) 


(1)  A.  K.    wliltehea.!,   -  — -    -    •    ^    ^    Tlty     p,   ..L^, 
(£)   Ibid     p.   57  . 

(3)   Ibid     p.   130 
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Ihc   t:'j..,„co-»i-.  ■       .'  ■    Ine-B  not  vei    ' 

CLvrinc  the   "epoch''  :  >n  of  an 

actiial  entity.     *"..  "Artl-  ,    i.r    '  ... c.    .  :  . . 


nodlf Icatlonii ,   remr.liiB  x_c  i^x-j::-  cor.  •    (1) 

Whitehecxl  Indicates  as  an  11"  tion  of  what  he 

tJie  experience  of  cja.  artist  who  in  p: 
has  in  mind  r  "basic  pltvn,  the  nlnute  details  of  \7hlch 
are  Bx>dlfied  in  the  process* 

ihe  subjective  aim  is  dctei'ioliiod  "by  the  pvpllphle 
data, in  the  sense  that  only  cert;,  in  tjrpcs  r« 

normally  upplloahle  to  certain  types  of  data. 


(1)   A,  T.,   vnaltGhead,      -  Mty       p.  543 
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so 

er     III 
God 

The  ft^ct  t.  .saion 

of  Cod  ( 

last  short  section  of  Proc, ^        _  11 ty.   lo  no 

indicr.tion  of  tiic   In^oirtaixe  of  'uhiu  &c'      "  Ity  in 

his  coijr.olojicta  scUeiae.  ,  tucl  entity  i 

others,   ("Ck)d  Ir.  -ji  actiir-l  entity,  ftiid  no  is  ti.t 
trivial  puff  oi"  esisiienoe  in  far-off     ■-  ":-  -c,"(l)    ) 

serves  ae  "the  foxuadrtlon  of  order",  "the  got.l  tOTrr.rd 
novelty"  and  rsctJrcs  rcc-ji'blc  r  solution  of  the  "bcicic 

Lite  Gi^  other  Bcxuf.l  cntiti  ,  God  has  oonceptmJ. 
and  p]iisical  poles.  llieBe  ore  also  referred  to  cs  the 
prifflordial  aiid  coix&cfuent  natULreB  of  God,  ("God  ie  not 
to  tc  treoted  as  cji  exception  to  all  aettpliysioal 
principles,  Ko  is  their  chief  exeni'lifior-tion.'"  (D  ) 
"The  »priffior<iial  ns.1n.are'  of  God  is  the  concrescence  of 
e  unity  of  couc  1  feellncs,  includl  their 

dr.tc  til  eternal  cl)^ects."   (S)     ''The   » consequent  natitre' 
of  God  is  the  physicr-l  prehension  "by  Cod  of  the 
rctoplltlcs  of  the  cvolvir^  nrlvprse.'    (4)     God  else 


(1)  A.  S.  niltehcad,  Irccc   .      -  lity       r.   rr 

il)  11) id  p.   rti 

(3)  Ibid  V,   1?A  Underllr  •  '      . 

(4)  rbid  p.   1?4 
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has  e.  ^-     "ect''      <-  In  ti:  t  ::e  r^j.l^.'       ^- 

used  In  tl.  tlve        of  other  ul 

entitles, 

!Ihe  "  •    ■  '    ■  "  0^  Go^ 

aeen  fit  to      a  the  "n     3" 

of  Ck>(l      tel;-.  By  a  dia . .on  of  rcr.Gon.  God  is 

first  conaidcred  in  the  al)r3trt\ctlon  of  r.  prlnordlal 

p.c:     :-.  (1) 

In  their  process  of  self-orcntlon  {Z),   v.etx. 
entities  require  the  l\jre  of  poBoitilitiec,-  to  ritinulBtc 
their  activities  and  ^t  the  ssne  tire  offer  '  •.em 

for  tl.e  er  «  o^  t}ie3r  on-^ing  vrocece  of 

develoimcnt.     't  has  "been  preriously  noted  thnt  ctor:    ^ 


(1^  It  is  unfortuiir-vte,  tlmt  on  occr.i 

V.:-  yts  thf.t  these    •  ■'"      '  '  "^''rrt 

ii,  .  ...  .,-  ......    ■    rre  rui  c.  natte:-  1-- 

their  otm  ri^'ht, — -hue  ».hitehcr^  refers  to  "non- 
tempojral  '  ""    "  'jxl  r    '      '"■  :"• 

I^fir-r. ■•■.■'    .-         .^ ,^     _,    ^.  ,        .  nd  ev*. .      _  -  . 

~  "  ■''  \    rtAd"    p.   64    ).     Ihis  use  cf  Ir  o 

St  ''•■■ 

(r.. _.  ,..,„     .  .    .   — -—  -  -  -  '^ 

conceptual  (non-ter-poral)  poicc, 

(D  Cf,  Thesis   p,  102 
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cujuuuL  fuliTlll  this  fuac-tlon,     Hov.i./^,',  xulLcec  ct-err-r] 
ot^octG  are  orc^Jitzcd.  aaCL  ajitcrrclatccL,    uLey  v/lll 
provide  little  priictloal  {^\.'        ^e,     T'ov  ,'.e,  the 

ctomr-l  olJ^ccts  "fire"  r*nd  "Ijianis''     ....   -'aa*  more  erfectivc 
In  the  c  ciicc  of  c  pcrjjon  (e,ct\xal  entity),   if 

crc  conccptiiTwlly  p.  .cd,  xL- n  if  1.  ,, 

Xvrehended  ae  compononte  of  c  li-er-c?  infilecrl&ln'^te. 
It.  :i.t  int.£?6  of  ctci'niil  ol. 

In  order  to  aoco^^lt  for 
Rjid  pc-t-lw...-^  of  relr.tioiic  of  eternal  ©'b^irf^'?"' ,     'lU..^^ 
feels  thc.t  it  it  lieeessary  to  refer  to  i^ii  ;^'C.:-«  ;;..ic!i 
is  rcCj..onsi"blc  for  thla  £irruj3iTiii6*«     'xhuB  in  i 
the  (jucatlou,   ''In  v^rrt  cciice  cm  tinrcal:  ct 

fonss  tc  rclcvru*'*,'  -— -x  iiwi-uCwi      ".*-j.^  x'C!-^  "uotj'c*,.  ■ 
Id  to^TcthemcGE  in  tix  fom^rJ.  a 

Gfitufillty."   (1)   (TirSc  ic,  of  co-ajTGe,  q  varlntion  of  the 
oatolofTlctJ.  priixiric   ,    (C) 

In  account ir£;  for  the  ectchll  -  r 

of  rolevrjoce  amon^  eternal  oljeclu,  as 

It,  more  tcchnice.lljr,  thuD:     the  vsrlouL  ^.^uk.^^^ 
■pr  -uiiB  v'hicl.  :..vZ-:e  up  God's  prinordial  mxtu; 

controlled  lay  their  sever -1    ..  tivc  f orris;  so  thr.t 

the  eternal  oh^ecte  tiro  or,-^anir:cd  to  he  "re  .^         -  i'  ree 


(1)  A.  n,  Vihitehcad,  ^       p.  48 

(£)  Cf.  Ihid         p.  SC 
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Of  feeling  severally  f ppiro-nriote  for  ell  re^'llza'ble 
"basic  conditlono . "   (1)     In  thlc  v«iy  is  ost  God's 

subjective  nln  "the  evocntlor  n-r  Hi^frr^rAf^rr.."  (r;) 

In  thiB  exposltioii,   '.^Tnltehc^d   icj,  ninl, 

drswin^  on  htunrji  eyrerle.nce  "Tor  his  model.     It  is  na 
tlunvili  ft  T>croon,  fnced  "by  p   :  r*  of  "Iternntlve 

pooslbilities,  reacted  to  then  indlvtdiielly,  vrlth  a 
certain  feclln,cr,   i.e.  crut.^cctlve  form  of  p^oeptPiice 
or  re,1ection,   no  that,  "by  this  proceee  they  were 
thence  forth  ^aded  in  order  of  relftf.ve  inportrnce. 
In  thio  way  pr-tterna  of  mutual  intorr'^lntlonshlp 
were  set  up  (this  is  Y/het  Villi tehend  ter^s  "vrJ.ur-tion" ) . 
i'his  "chrjrfc"  of  the  patterned  relatlonohlpD  of  ctenml 
ot^ects  is  to  1)0  re{rT.rded  ns  prrt  of  the  irv"llr.'blc 
enulpr.ent  for  the  self-crention  of  anj,'  T>erf on. ( acttial 
entity) 

A  careful  consideration  of  thla  ^ner?!  Bitt\otlon, 
roreals  the  fact  that  all  so-callerl  rjoneeTjt^ial 
■preher^ions  of  eterno.1  oh^eota,   •^r^5  1r>  -^fpllty  derived 
froTTi,   or  "based  on,  hybrid  physical  pre lio-x; Inns  of  God. 
This  is  evident  fron  the  fact  that  since  the  eternrl 
©"bjccts  are  prct.'cnt  an  a  -ncjrt  of  Ood'o  Tvrinorlial 
nature,  they  con  only  tc  n:\(Lc  avallahle  hy  a  hyTsrid 

(1)  A,  H,  THiitehcad,  l^rocess  pjid  Reality       r>.   1?A 
(£)  I"bid     p.  161 
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physlccl     -   ''on  of  God'o  prlnordial  n  ture.  (1) 

ThtiB  Ck>d»G  pplnordlftl  rmtture  ITulfllls  two 
functlonc:   1.  It  provides  for  the  reler&ziee  of  c 
objects  to  eech  other  (I.e.  the  patterned  rclr.tionshipB 
vhloh  they  manifest)  end  also  £,  G  od  naJrcs  thcs* 
eternal  o'bjccts,  in  their  nutuGl  relctionchips , 
avQll£ble  for  the  une  of  novel  actual  entities.   ^.  c; 
are  bbjUb   available  becauBC  God's  prinordial  nattare,  in 
which  they  are  contained,  ie  objectified,  in  the  newly 
aploin^  actual  entities.   "Apcrt  from  God,  eternal 
objects  tuarealized  in  the  actual  rorld  trould  be 
relatively  non-crletent  for  the  concreseence  in 
q.uestion."  (£) 

In  addition  to  tiiiE,  there  Is  cnother  ph  re  of 
God's  rrinordlr.l  nature  which  recnircs  conElderotion, 
He  has  a  desire  that  this  worlc  of  his  be  used  by  other 
actual  entities,  'ihcrc  is  a  "yeiirninff  setter  concrete 
fact-no  perticTilar  facts,  but  after  sor:c  r^ttu-lity,"  (?) 
lEplications  of  the  ^rinordiul  Itafurc  of  God 

ihis  view  of  God  (as  prinordial)  lae  cert -in  very 
iosportaixt  phllooophioal  Inplioation:    .  God  (lilre  every 
other  actiial  entity)  conditions  creativity,  i'hat  is  to 
say,  God  provides  data  for  the  self -creativity  of  actur-1 


(1)  Cf,  A.  H,  Whitehead,  :.e-lity  p. 3^?;  58£ 

(C)  Ibid   p.  46        ■"         

(?)  Ibid   p.  50 
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entities,  "It  ion  cctunl  entity)  derlTCs  from  God  Its 

"bGslc  conceptual  r.in v/lth  Indett     lions 

atmitin,::  iti-  orm  decisions,  Shis  milsjective  aim,  in 
Its  succeeoivc  codifioatlons,  reoalns  the  unifying 
factor  ccrreTnlnc   the  EnicceBolve  teases  of  interplr.;- 
■betneen  physical  and  conceptual  feelin;^,"  (1) 

It  is  very  easy  to  nilotindcrstnnd  the  inport  of  the 
preceding  Gtrtement  end  find  an  ap-nnrent  inconsistency 
in  "hltehcF^d's  position.  If  the  activities  of  fin 
aotnal  entity  "nrc  rerely  the  outcome  of  the  suhjectlve 
ain,  ^^ich  is  Initirlly  derived  fron  God,  It  is 
difficult  to  see  where  the  c_  _1  decision  of  the 

actual  entity,  as  self-crcetin,^,  3iec."  (?) 

Such  a  crltician  orerloolCB  th^  fact  th'^^t  Trtiile 
God  provides  a  possihle  pattern  (eternal  ohjcct)  vrhlch 
pay  serve  (when  rcalincd)  r.c  r  Bu"bjective  ain;  each 
actual  entity  is  entirely  rc^s^jonsitle  for  the  pcr.rltl'c 
subjective  air.  trhich  it  r^stualises  in  its  life,  "Ihus 
an  oricin'^-lity  in  the  tenporal  rrorld  is  condltlc^ei?. , 
thOTV!h  not  determined  "by  an  initial  suhjective  ;  ir. 
supplied  hy  the  ^ound  of  all  order  and  of  nil 
originality."  (3) 

(1)  A,  H,   Uliitehead,  Lity  p.  S43 

(2)  r,  C,  Uoxley,  I^ 
(7)  Ihid  (1)  p, 


(2)  r,   C,  Uoxley,  11^^  -•-ristotelien  ^^oclet 
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whitehe&d»o  pocitlon  witb  reference  to  this  -oint 
18  clarified  "by  noting  his  dlooiiscioii  vf   God's  i>uj.'.)u..e 
(in  oo  fc-r  ao  it  can  "be  considered  with  reference  to  his 
primordial  nature).  God»8  purpose  or  one  phase  of  it 
(suhjective  Gin)  la  the  seeking  of  IntenBitlcD  in  aotur.l 
entities,  (1)  ihie  ;.pparently  pcrndoxical  e-     nt 
otin  "be  understood  when  it  is  recalled  that  God»c 
primordial  nature  is  incoaplcte  ("bcin^^  only  conceptual'. 
There  is  an  urge  to  attain  completeness.  This  con  only 
be  attained  "by  Ck>d*G  physical  prehensions  of  data 
provided  "by  other  actual  entities.  Ihc  richer  the  life 
(intensity)  of  acturJ.  entities,  the  richer  the  data 
available  for  inclusion  in  God's  conscouent  nature. 
Ihus,  in  a  sense  the  piirpose  of  God  is  the  attainment 
of  value  (self -creative  activity)  in  the  tenporal 
world  (£);  yet  all  this  is  only  "an  intemediatc  step 
toward  the  fulfllraont  of  his  own  being".  (3)  However, 
it  must  he  again  emphasised  that  God  does  not  lCG"l8l-te 
eny  particular  actucl  entity  into  heing,  nor  is  he 
concerned  with  rvarticulors  as  such.— "He  (God),  In  his 
pripordial  nature,  ie  unooved  ty  love  for  this 
particulco-,  or  that  particular;  for  in  this  foundational 
proccns  of  creativity,  there  are  no  precoustituted 


(1)  Cf.  -i--roccf.;o  r.jid  uor.lity.  A.  ii.  V.liitehead   p.  161 

U)  Cf.  Ttia   p.  rs"(5 

(3)  rbld  (1) 
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p&rticLJLt  rs.  In  the  fotmdc.tlonc  of  ^elivJtGod  Is 
Indifferent  alilce  to  px'cscrvntlon  rjid  to  novelty,"  (1) 
In  this  sense  there  Is  r  certain  Ineror      as  In  Go4»b 
natiire.  (2)  God  Id  the  creator  of  ccch  tempornl  octuel 
entity  onl:*  In  the  sense  thrt  he  provldec  the  Initial 
subjective  pIb.  ihe  ultlcirte  crcr.tlvlt:'^  Ic  not  to  "be 
ascribed  to  Cod's  volition.  Crcntlvlty  Id  manifest  In 
all  actual  entitles,  Inclndln^  God.  (3) 

With  reference  to  this  frenercl  metaphysical 
situation,  it  lo  interesting  to  find  other  critics, 
(instead  of  trjlng  to  claln  that  God  is  iiltinately 
responsible  for  rll  creative  activity  and  novelty) 
denoimcinc  whitehead  for  separating  God  entirely  froo 
the  creative  process.  Thias  E,  W,  H  all  (4)  states: 
"This  prrtlculcr  actitcllty  is  not  only  ofutslde  the 
creative  prooesa,  comprlsinfr  all  other  netnr.Iltles;  It 
is  also  entirely  Independent  of  the  latter."  This 
statement,  purrortln^  to  "be  a  lo/rical  interpretation 
of  the  short  passa^,  God's  prinordlal  natt»re  "is  not 
directly  related  to  the  given  coiiree  of  hlsto3?y''  (5)  la 
evidently  "based  on  a  total  dlsre^rd  of  the  fundonental 
postulates  of  his  system,  noted  above.  It  is  in 


(1)  A.  H.  V.liltehcad,  -  rocr  ity   p.  IG'") 

Lrac'. V.  - .    V   ...eriinln«»  rir-c. 
(D  Cf.  IMd   p.  373 

(3)  Cf.  Ibid   p.  343   also  ff.  Thesis  p.   74 

(4)  L.  \7.  H  all,  p.  30  in  Jounrl  of  Ihllor.ophy.  19?'^ 

(5)  Ibid  (1)    p.  7n 
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fiaaition  &  p:-  '   ■   ■    ',..  '-  »^--  of  the  vtzae^ 
which  he  hcs  quoted.  Indeed  it^i  cer  nin^  is  clc 
Indicated  In  the  following  9»rr  J.  stcitcs:: 

■An  etcr.rl  oi-eot  Ir  —■   '  "  — ^^-^tirtUty  Tor  r-ctnrl 
entities i  hut  in  itcf   ,  j  cone     lly  felt,  it  is 
neutral  co  to  the  fact  of  its  physiccl  iiv^esoion  in 
ai^  pertlculF-r  actuxil  entity  of  the  teiaporcl  world,"  (1) 
Thus  God  (or  his  cenponcnt  eternal  ot^ccts)  is  not 
directly  (neccssaril^O  related  to  the  given  (specific) 
course  of  history.  To  claln  thr.t  V.lilteheGd  regcrds 
God  r^  an  "entity  independent  of  the  creatira  process 
con^risin^  all  other  cctuf^l  entitles"  (2)  Is  rulte 
IneTcusahle  in  view  of  V-Tiitehecd's  repeated  er-^Mclt 
denials  of  this  interpret at ion,  7tT  exaaple,  -^d  is 

"with  r.ll  crertion"  (^) "But  of  course,  there  is 

no  neanin^  to  »creG.tivlty'  eprrt  fron  Ito  'creatures', 
sad  oo  wfti1"c  to  *God*  apart  from  the  ereativity  rjid 
the  Hcn:)orcl  creatures',  and  no  neaninc  to  tiic 
tenT^orcl  crc&tures  apart  from  'creativity'  uaH   »God»,"  (-') 

It  is  evident  that  frwa  an  examination  of  the 
status  of  God  in  the  self -creative  process  of  aoturtl 
entities,  he,  hy  his  conceptual  prehensions,  cannot 


(1)  A,  N,  Whitehead,  Process  and  Reality   p.  70 

Underlining  mine. 

(2)  op.    cit.    p.    57    (4) 

(?)  A,  n   ,  IThitc'iecd,  Re- lily       p.    521 

(4)   rbid       p,   3^^- 
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hcve  v;licit  iii  called  comT^leto  f  orekr—  '  "  '  —  .(1)     V/lillc 
It  la  true  that  God  conscioucly  pr  j  -11  poocltllltlcQ 

and  their  conoequencco ,  he  ccjaiiot  tell,  in  cjay  particttlar 
^iSSJiSSUL*  '^*®'*  poBoitlllty  v.'ill  "be  realised,     ILov;cver, 
when  a  "decioion"  has  "been  nede  hy  an  aottial  entity, 
God  3aiov;c  connlctely  its  conscqiicncos  in  so  far  as 
a^Btrcust  relet ionships  of  possibilities  r.re  concerned. 
Yet,  r.c?"in,   it  rmiot  "be  noted  thr.t  he  otinnot  Ioqow 
rtiethcr  or  not  these  implied  conseauenoea  rctnrlly  v'ill 
take  place, 

TShltehead  states:     "Every  eternal  ob,1cct  has 
entered  into  the  cor.ceptual  feclin^t^  of  God."    (2) 
Certc.ln  critics  find  a  woeful  nuddle  in  his  thought 
at  this  point,     B,  W.  Hall  (3)  believes  tliat  V.hitehead 
cannot  decide  v.'hetiier  or  not  eterne-l  oh^ects  are  . 
of  God  or  have  indepead«it  status.     liias  iite^jhin^ 
clains  that  "V/hiteheod  mcGcea  the  moltiplicity  of 


(1)  It  is  of  couTiJe  true  thrt  Hod  creates  (i.e.   ie 
responsil)le  for)  the  relatic  ccn  eternrl 

e\'  cr 

cnvi.     nt.  u,  r»   itall        "   s  it  difL-iexilt  to 

XU-'  '■-     thio  ore  •^^..-  •  ..  .■  •,,,  y.^ 

cc.  ",  (Cf.  -^  o^ 

Creation     p  •   ir>6 )     I 

IB  a  little  Btran/7C.      .i     ^    ---  ^^ 

is    tiiet    CrO<i*h'-    c.'ry-rvr'feBi:    tct    of    Cf  I, 

of  all  ,    Is  o  -i-iiic;  viii  this 

sense  c  •     *' 

(2)  A.  .  .     :-.:  '  Jt      P«  382 


(3)  E.   w.  Kail,   ' 


p.     36 
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potentlclc,  ;  ofar"'.  Tjy  plaolnc  It  In  u  uoii-tenporal 
Gct-acllty."  (1)  Uho  ■       "      'a  tlie  foot  that 
an  actnr-l  entity  noy  conoepturlly  preheiad  a  "      lllty" 
(etcrnrl  o"Mcct^  ^rltho-nt  thorotj'    liig  It  on  u-_  llty, 
(c.G'»  ^-   "<  •  -^-  nay  think   of  "wisdom"  vlthtrut  t' 
"booor  ■     3e^,  With  reference  to  the  f      of  etern:  1 
oTj^ecta,  Vliltehefxd  speclflc^  lly  Bt-tos:  "He  (God)  doco 
not  crcc-te  eternsl  oT-Jects;  for  hlr  -  ■'-'^re  requires  then 
In  the  Dcne  dc^rrce  tiiftt  they  renulre  hin,"  (2)  ITiis  doee 
not  mean  thct  eternrl  objects  can  dwell  apcrt  in 
absolute  abstraction  from  actual  entities,  .uuch  a 
sltuctlon  would  reduce  them  to  a  condition'' indict in^Tulch- 
able  fron  nonentity".  In  other  words  the  etomcl 
obJeetG  are  real  potentialities,  and  required  "by  God's 
natiore;  yet  it  la  nocessprj'-  that  they  at  ell  tines 
tr^ke  their  place  as  essential  components  in  tl.e  self- 
creative  process  as  petrir-i  APtitlcs.  Th"'^  fines  not 
inply,  ac  Hall  suff^st.'  I"  - 1  "they  nre  ■-  '  npects 

of  actual  entitles  with  no  strti-xi  of  tlieir  cnm,   or  hy 
themselves."  (3) 

It  is  true  that  c  -ir'-r  1  otjects  arc  not  L-cvii^i.i"i.^cL3 
and  therefore  ore  not  real  things;  "but  tlie;.-  have  t\\e 
status  of  real  poBfiitilitieo,  an  essential  feature  in 


(1)  iJlss  Stebhinrrs,  ^ 
(£)  A.  n.  miitehead,  ; 
(3)  E.  W.  Hall,  "Of  v: 
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tlic  collection  of  coaponents  which  constitute  the  natture 
of  an  acttixil  entity,     IIf.11»s  at  1 

otJectB  hcve  no  ctatxis  by  th(  Is  corsrcct,   in 

the  cer.se  indlcrtcd  (i»c.   eterxxcl  o"bV '••?''  are  hy  n' *  ■••"r- 
componeuts  In  the  life  of  ectual  entities)  but  thlu 
does  not  nean  that  thoy  are  ncrely  aspects  (adjectives) 
of  RctTinl  occr.cioiiE.     ihoy  vtq  distinct  ccnponents  of 
cctuai  oGccjsioi:ii»  cctuiil  occaeion  is  a  gi^otipin^ 

together  of  such  canponentc  (and  others). 

In  Justice  to  Hr.?-1  (1)  It  nnict  he  noted  that  he 
points  out  t>ii-u   ..uite.iCLiii  lloclj  offer,  p.lfeo ,   a  negctlTO 
answer  to  tlie  question:     "^'-re  not  eternal  objects 
slnply  aspects  of  cvcttialitles  with  no  stntus  of  their 
ovn."     Yet  Hall  nisxmderotands  the  quotation     he  uses 
for  this  jmrposc.     He  refers  to  "the  many,  v/hlch  are 
the  universe  dlsjunctiveli',   (vkich)  becore  the 
GOtur.l  occar>ion."   (£)     He  thiol's  tluit  t " '■    '' " is Junctivo 
nultlp3J.city"  refers  to  eternal  objects,  vhich  sul-clst. 
Actuiilly,  in  vrultcliead's  opinion,  dis^uixtive 
nultiilicity,  in  this  case,   io  r,  characteristic  of 
actual  eiititiee. 

l-po  other  related  questions  arise:     (A)  Ihy  call 


(1)  Op.    •    . 

(D  -■*.      .      ,.iteherd,  '^/^^f^rrr  --•  "erllty     --.   "1 


'.t.  • 


"■.^'♦•^  ■i'.'ir.  '■ 


6£ 

thla  tic^up-l  (       ■  the  typo  of  co:i'      "-1  pole 

Indlccted,  God?     (B)  Kov  do  yoxi  Ten  h  en  entity, 

harlnc  p-  primcrfllr  1  nr.ttire  (cone  ob  e 

ocrt,  cTlsts? 

It  is  to  be  recelled  tl^.t  \  Iq  (       '  to 

dcDcrlbc  or  ir.tcrprct  fr.ctorc  rjiad  entltlee  vihlch  r-re 
cr-c-  '  d.     In  Ills  o^.iiJLon,  the  "bcl-Bvior  of  otccr^/cd 

&cttLca  entities  cP-n  only  l^e  eTplr.lned  or  Interpreted 
in  a  ccrtrln  xrr.y,     Ihey  Hust  "be  referred  to  in  tcras 
of  the  c'-xecorier.  or  rrinclplea  disc  ever  ed  to  T;e 
operative,  or  £.  .1  by  (dcccrlptive)  J^on. 

Accortiin^  to  the  '■ontol  principle":     ''I^ery- 

thlnc?  nact  be  BOCic\7here. ccordlry^lj^ ,  the  t^reneral 

potentiality  of  the  universe  miett  be  ec  'e.'    (1) 

(i.e.  in  £3one  nctual  entity".     Thuo  the  actii^.l  entity, 
God,  exists  to  provide  in  his  priuc2?dir-l  natus« 
(conceptTiPl  pole),  n  locus  for  ctemra  objects,  co 
tbRt  they  nay  hr,ve  pro:dLnc.te  relevcncc  to  petunl 
entities.     That  is  to  cry,  tl^crc  nust  be  a  Cod  to 
ecconnt  for  the  c^cperleiiccl  p:rc::-lr:"tc  re.'  .c 

patterns  of  oojatrrcts   ^  :k1  relations  of  eternal  ob;)eota) 
of  eternal  ob,1ects,  xr^.^ch   -^.-ides     the  development  of 


(1)  A.  H.  r/hitehead,  I_- ^.         .7? 
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ecln^' *!   ^   t"t^      ,  _-t  froQ  tl--     ,; ,        --  .     - -^- 

relf  JA  te  zio  llacc  of  •  ed 

intcrc'  .Ion,     So  "prluclplee  of  eoncrcti  "1 

"be  availatlc     _  ^attemc  to  m±S.c  t       _. .c  of 

actual  entitles.     ^'Iso,  c  '<  the 

eternal  otjeots  are  present  In  tLe  cxijerleiice  of  one 
actiiellty,   c-od,-  the?-  c^c  thcrctr:  r-vcllrlle  for 
otjectlficcition  1.-.  oti-cr  c^tual  eutitic:..     White'  ""'n 
foregoing  cr  t  for  t'  ncc  of  God  can  \>e 

arnnstarlzed  "by  n.  slnple  statencnt  of  hi:  e 

eencr-1  ciiaractcr  of  thliyrs  requires  that  there  "be 


arueh  an  entity,"   (1 


Willi  -  also  offer  ore  direct  jaroof  of  the 

existence  of  the  priiacrdi. ..    .,  ture  of  Ck)d,     He  claima 
tlxat  we  have  direct  feeling  (prehension)  of  the  "tiot- 
lcG3  source  of  all  order'',     Ihis  feeling  "ac'iuircB  the 
•aulj^ectlve  form'   of  refreshment  and  conpanionship  rt 
which  rclitTiono  aln,"   (£)     xliei^ef ore ,  tills  entity,  \-   Ich 
(in  its  conceptual  pole)  is  tlic  tiiaelcsB  bOjoroe  of  c;.ll 
order,  ic  called  God. 

It  ic  to  lie  noted  that  (tlie  primonlial  nature  of) 
God  ie  presnippoGcd  in  tie  forntulation  of  the     Critecory 
of  Conceptual  Reversion,   altlsa«|^  »hltrhcri«  does  not 
specif icrlly  say  eo  vrtien  the  -principle  is  iiri-t 
Introduced, 


(1)  A,  II,    .h.iteheivd,  .            o  tmd                -  -        -..-.-^     p^  ^^ 
(£)  A.  TT.  Vhltehead,  1'  "^  and  " 
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(1)   of  cLata  divcrwu  1  da-lr., 

only  "be  explained     -■  V--c    ->i'c  of  ti.esc  relev-ixrt 

etcmcl.  objects  in  eoaie  a4rfcui^lity.-  i.e.  G«^»     ^^^ 
Whltoliead's  opinion  they  ccamot  Jxjst  s-  "bout  in  the 

universe  aafl.  "flrCcc  in"  fron  nowberc  for  no  reckon, 
ilie  feet  tliiix  eT.emal  otjocts  are  or  -  -<■  cd  In  iiecreco 
of  relevance,  also  pclnts  to  an  r  eatlty  tfMch 

aets  ao  "or^ranlssr". 
gb>  Consecqcnt  ITa-'.v.jc  of  God 

Ihitelietid»s  discussion  of  the  ^  ^"^e  of 

Ood  Is  nost  tro«fully  condensed,  "being  confined,  '2qt  all 
practicr  1  purposes  to  the  last  ten  .    _       of  rroccsa  rcid 
Kcality.     Ihe  tasl:  of  interpretation  is  not  rer-dered 
any  easier  by  tl.e  glorious  lltereturc  t/hich  is  pr.c--:ed 
into  thi3  short  space.     The  Twagc  of  con-zentional 
reli.{?ious  terns  is  not  an  -aanircd  olessin^.     Yet, 
throw^h  it  cJ.1,  there  shines  a  "basic  inLii^it  which 
perhaps  could  not  have  be«n  sxpressed  more  adequately. 

IThitehead'o  consideration  of  the  conse fluent     nature 
of  God  grows  out  of:     1.  c  lo;c?icJil  develcpEent  of  his 
By«t«a  which  holds  th?-t  Ood,  heln^^  rci  actti?.!  i 
live  any  other  actur.l  entity  Hnist  have  not  only  a 


(1)  A.  n.  ;viiitehcc-d ,  Process  and  :ic-lity         p.   80 
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coiioeptunl  pole   (God  ac  prlnordlal)  tut  eJLco  ^    -hyelcal 
pole  (God's  conacquant  ELatuTc); there  1  ;::'.   the 

need  to  do  Juetico  the  tfiolc  intriltlon  of  rcllcTlon, 
thr-t  there  nuet  "be  c  procesc  in  vrhlcli  nov«lty  docs 
not  entail  loss,      '.a  Y.1il1^  seeB  It:     "The  ■  te 

evil  In  the  tocspcrr.l  world  Is  elf  le 

evil.     It  liee  in  tlie  ^-nt.  t^ -t  the  r^r.nt  -fcfir-,   that 
tine   ic  a   'pcr:xtv.rl   ,  cri.--: ::-~' .      Cbjcctifieo/.ion 
Involve t;  elininrtlon.     The  presejit  fact  iisis  not  tiie 
past  fact  vrlth  It  In  eny  frLll    '  ^."sr,-,"   (1) 

VHii teheed  feels  that  t.  lu   iatultlc    ^      ^ 

religion  ccji  not  he  rrJlstnlvon,     It  cannot  he  that  the 
£^lov;lng  values  of  the  preaciit  pass  r.tTO.y  Into  nothir^^- 
necG  and  are  lost  f crcvcr*     'rVhltehcad  offera 
'^nothlHt'^  In  the  nature  of  a  proof".     Yet,  in  the 
ll^t  of  his  syster.,  he  "believes  that  ct  leaat  a 
prohahlc  solution  is  possltle;   one  which  crn  te 
considered  as  a  ,         "    c  "elucldrtlcn  of  sor.ev.'hat 

excepticncl  elercnts  in  cur  conscious  experience 

rellcioue  find  norr.l  intuitiocj-."   (2) 

ilc^.lnst  this  t-  -^und  of  the-      t 

forrrulctes  his  theory  of  the  c  of  God, 

Ar  vmn  noted  tisreviously ,   God's  consenuent  nature   "is 


(1)  A,  H,  '.".liitchead,   Iroccss  f  ■>,   517 

(£)  Ibid     p,   521  "^ 
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V  f  nhyoical  prehension  "by  God  otf  the  r.etTT- Titles  of  the 
evolv5nij  tmlverpH,    (1)     T  leal  isioiui  r-re 

directed  "by  the  p31 -Inclusive  con  "  of  his 

primordial  nctitrc.     That  1b  to  say,   the  1 
of  God»«  Belf -creation  la  ^rulded  "by  an  Inel^fit  v;hlch 
is  "baaed  on  the  oonplete  eBvlsa^^ment  of  nil  cter.'r  ■" 
0"bjects  and  their  Interrelatlonsh" 

In  viev7  of  these  specific  etatcrcents  pjod  the 
general  tenor  of  his  v;orlc,  it  1g  otran,^-e  to  find 
eminent  corar:^entr.torc  nlG interpret iiv7  this  phaoe  of 
Vfliltehead's  phllosopliy.     For  Instcjice,  an  D,  C,  Loxley 
hA8  pointed  ont  (2),  IJies  D»  BBaaet  cor-  '  the 

ecawcQuent  nr.turc  of  God  to  "be,  not  the  physical 
prehenalonD  of  rJMjy  act-ml  entitles  "by  one  rctnrl 
entity,  tut  nerely,     the  proi^osnlve  rer.31^.etlon  of 
tlie  roGln  of  possibilitirs  in  t'c  ti  \  vrorld.     (3) 

"The  Inoociin^  of  the  order  of  rtprnrf    nli^cr+i?,  rhlch 

conBtitiites  the  xrinordiel  U  ~fui"c   of  ucd  i:ixo  x-.c 

t 
tenporal  course  of  evens  is  called  the  Conccnuent 

nature  of  G  od#"   (4)     She  appcrentlj'  overloolrs  the  fact 

tbat  V/hitohcad  lias  introduced  the  cr--r t  natiire  of 

God  to  ovcrcone  the  evil  which  rises  from  the  fact,  that- 

althou^h  the  eternal  ©"b^ccts  contained  in  Cod's 


(1)  A.  n,  >  •  •   ead,  P.  1:^4 

(::)  D,  C.  :  V..XU.,    '  rlstotcllpn 


(3)  ;  Iks  D,  H,  Ennet,"        d'u  ^hj 

(4)  Itld    p.  £59 
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conccr"^^'  "•      -'-"'  r--ir-"   "-^  --sea  "b, 

patterns  to  T^e  rcrllr.ra  in  xhe" -*^-"-   '■^-     --yet 

these  rctUT-l  entitle  still  r-  -"-  ^. 

God's  conse<iTient  nrttire  Is  reonircd  to  e:?fcct  the 
ohange  from  "disjointed  watlpHclty,  vrlth  Its  dlTersltles 
In  orpoDltlon,   (the  actual  entitles  conpcsliv?  the  world) 
into  concrcscent  Tinity,  vdth  Its  diversities  in 
contrrct."   (i.e.  the  "perfected*"  <^<»+--->l  entity  Gofl>   (1) 
Thus  the  nere  \i80  at  God's  prlnordlrl  ncitrire   Is  net 
enonrh  to  solve   the  prCblem  of  evil.— i'hls  Is  not  v/hct 

Whit-'  -''   ■—•■-'-  "^-y  God's   cc-—'"  "•<"*^+  '*"  • ^^^  ^^  ^^^ 

ccturl  entity,     "is  conpe':'tient  nctxirc   1g  cor^xixv.ted  "by 
Mc  rhrslcGl  prehensions  of  the  c.ct"ar.l  rorld,  which 
it^crver'^.    (?)     In  itiEtice  i-  -Isr  ,   it  rr-t  "be 

noted  thrt  she  occrrionr.lly  re f ere   to  God's  coJiseq.-uent 
nrtvare  as  thoi:^  she  rc£Tcrdod  it  as  tlic  pole  of  an 
actual  entity  (not  r.erely  the  In-rcocion  of  etemrl 
©"b^ectc  Into  the  tcnporal  vrorld. )     For  cszinrlc:     '    o 
(Ood)  holds  the  actunl  entities  of  the  pest  re  oh.iec- 
tlvely  iawwtal  In  the  Innodiac:.'  of  r.is  ovm  natrtre. 
sorev/lmt  as  in  r>ei»5ory  the  present  actur.l  occrriou     .    ..^ 
itself  as  erisin*-?  fror  Its  r^st  occasions,  the  rttrlity 


(1)  A,  K.  v;hlteb»ad,      -  -  -^     '^S^llS,       ^'   ^"® 

(£)  Cf.  Thesis     p.  58-59 
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of  v/hich  It  It  olds  v.s   contritixxtors  to  its  ovni   nature."  (1) 

Dr.  Charles  :.artsliorue  also  seems  to  "nod"  when 
dealln^^  with  God's  conseoxxeiit  natTire.  In  s-uininarlzing 
points  of  interest  in  V/hitehead's  system  of  tho-^^ht, 
he  refers  to  the  "differentiation  l^etv/een  the 
primordial  nattire  and  the  endless  series  of  consequent 
natiires  of  God."  (2)  He  omits  to  note  that  Whitehead 
noT;here  expressly  formulates  the  doctrine  that  God's 
consequent  nattrre  is  cjiything  other  than  physical 
prehensions  (of  other  actual  entities)  "by  an  actual 
entity  v/hlch  does  not  cease  hut  continues  forever.  If 
God  Y/ere  a  "society"  (3),  each  nenher  of  v;hich 
exemplified  the  primordial  nature  and  then  "passed  on" , 
providiiT^  data  for  another  stich  actual  entity —  this 

whole  series  heinc  called  "God  as  eonsecixent" the 

most  essential  characteristics  of  God's  consequent 
nature  v/ould  be  lost  (i.e.  the  retention  of  innediacy 
and  creative  advance).  This  is  evident  from  the  fact 
that  the  process  of  oh^iectif  icrtion  v;-lthin  the  social 
series,  necessitates  elimination  and  loss  of  mutual 
Immediacy  of  the  component  elements.  Despite  the 
difficulties  presented  "by  an  actual  entity  which 


(1)  Miss  D.  M,  Emmet,  V.hitehead's  Philosoohy  of  Gr.TanisD 

(£)  C,  Hartshorne,  "On  Some  Criticisms  of  .."hitehead's 

niilosophy"     Philc L. ophical  icevlev;     Jxay,1935     p.    "43 
(3)   Cf.   Thesis        p.     168 
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oontinu-CB  to      at,  >  it  ^c  c  "God 

Eocioty"  In  whioL  of  cooponento  is 

lost. 

God'G    '  coiiBe(iuei>v  iii.t'ui'c      xu  :;iOX   ecui'j-cxe.     -  s 
the  term  Inpllea,  It  "Is  eouBcnuont  ufon  the  creative 
rjivnnce  of  the  vrorld."    (1)     "i:et  there   Is  a  '"v.  ^^.c- 

ncL.:.:"  of  tiic  yo:iiio.,ucai/  u'ture   iu  i-.not:.er  oeii^u-,  ji     -'':", 
tliat  of  "unieon  of  lnwneuiacy'' .     il  iiiu,^:  of  thia 

phrase  nuot  "bo  carefully  consiidcred. 

In  ;.iu.;  experience  of  the  oi*dinary  acturl  entity, 
the  poijt  is  iiot  preaeiit  in  full  i-  .  .       ihc 

proceys  of  tii.ic  veils  the  paat  "below  distiiictive  feel- 

jjj^. -tLc  prit:>t  is  present  iiiidor  an  a*batrc-ction."   (r) 

Onl;/-  in  the  i3;.«aciou8  present  Ic  tiiere  vivid  Inoaediucy, 
a'his  is  due  to  the  fact  that  ordlnj^ry  cctuf  1  entities 
riae  and  ]}&&is  awe.y-  firop'ete  of  esqjcrience- -creature 8 
of  a  tJiort  epochal  duration,     ihey  crer-to  theri 
and  1)1  ou  off  tlie  ecene,   leaving  come  fi  t  es  data 

fr.T  •f.'' f    nelf-crrr.ticn  of  r   nrv;  ;  c tncJ    cntlt:  .      In  this 
DCiii^c   tLc   terporiil  prs^eet-L.   iu  ■:iC'LVJ.'.±  ^;ci'iai-j.-s;;   .    (?^) 

In  Btrilcinc  contrtL  t  is  the  nuti^ire  of  another 
sort  of  rxjtuel  entity  called  God,     By  his  ctatenent. 


(1)  A.  IJ.   V.T.itrLcad,  1: 
(£)   Itid     p.    517  " 

(r>)   IV id  U)        p.   ^:'17 
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that  In  God's  oont.  Jfe  there  Is  everlcsti 

(1^,   r.  retention  of  •  cy»  '^1"' 

tlu-t  oi...  is  an  entit;,    ^     •  .....       sort  tlitt  he  , ,  .. — . 

yerielieo ;  his  content  never  "  3  the  f:-  tury  dnte, 

nbotmcted  from  his  ^ein^r  and  ?«ooivcd  into 

entity  from  his  now  concluded  life.     In  God's  nctm-c. 

the  :^T>eolona  present   is  ni  ^'  -.     All  content.; 

retain  their  fflow  of  l.anedioci-.  -  "by  talcing  In 

nc-vf  content  ^ut  t.^-xa   old  content  r Its  vivid. - 

and  liistrc.     In  x.  -.  then,    ...  ......    l3ut  does  not 

perish.  contents  of  hl3  nr.tnre  r.re  not,  as  such, 

lost,  "by  -bcl-.'  n-b.lcctlfiod  in  ™n  otl-cr  aotmil  entity, 
^tt        "      •    -   or:  Ood.  In  thl  liitehecd  offers 

theoretical  support  for  the  imjifrht  of  :»e:.5.'rlon,  thrt 


: „-.! 


1-1   v,-i»  r  ' rx--'-'r.s±an  cf 
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e 

Itlcs   (eternrj  • 


e   'M:  ^*    of  1- 
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to    L:.t   :iu.-a.ity  01    ...^    ^-        ^^-rc    .  .      -^'  _ 

■D     Cr.",  In  00  -' r  as  they  actuiliae  eternal  oijjccxs,   ^t 
the  srjie  tine  they  pejrtalce  of  their  nntxsre  of  evcrlr   t- 

.  n  e'."-^nlnr.tlon  of  v/hat   .  hit  chef  d  !~eans  ty  the 

ure  or      -  u .-  . 

rr^_  '   ;  p.  66  _         —'^ 

of  -      entitles  Is      y 

ItLcioua,  -  '    ,  -^"°ln 

ccts.  ihe  only  everl     :  entity  in  the 
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Bone  t-  In  the  ^  u  of 

."     ^^-     tGcd         ---t  "be  -         ■     '--r   -T 
•' ■  -1  (1)   —for  ir.  the  \r  3  xfce  past 

ttjSier,',   It  Is  no  lontTr  vlrldlv  "before  the  fccus  Ox   pji 
actunl  entity's  attentior.,     God  retclns  hie  p&st  in 
llvln,"  innedlr-cy, 

Shere  is  roor  for  r.:  .  ernln,'^'  the 

,.„^,^.^,.  .  '  .,^v„  •--^'^  are  r-tsorted  Into  the  crowing 
entity  God  (I.e.   into  hlc  cr  -      .     In 

r,  7.".  Hp.I1»s  OT>inlor.,  "•■hlte-'erd  hol^"  t  "all 

occr'--^r><-     "r   oc.nscr"-'"'    (Ir  Qct^   In  their  Tcrj' 
5"  of  occrrrence . ''   {?)     Thle  Ir^  tlon  is 

hrsed  on  the  1  God's  r 

cor'hinrc  crrctlTo  -r'Tr--c   '~?^  the  rctertlon  of  nratucl 
lawdlacy.    (3)     Hcv.cvcr,   in  thle  ccsg  rt  Icr.st,  r.c  Ho  11 
indirectly  adnits,   v^itehcrd  is  dic^  j,  not  the 

lnr«dlacy  of  other  r^tr.c.1  cr.titiec;  cs  ciich,  "but  th« 


Contii  •  cf  (1)  -nr^-rc  70:     tir.JTc-^cc   Ic  Gel.     The  only 

I  .  ^  3  of  nor; 

ranlshed  P4Jtv.al  entities  rhich  he  conelders  v;o3rthy  of 
"salvr.tlon'-, 

(1)  Cf.  A.  K.  Whr  p.   ^Zl 

(£)  1;.  ff.  Hall,    '  '     .--,..0   Cb^ecls 


n 


(S)   Cf.   Ibid   (1) 


'.   of  C-od't^  ■<^,-  for  ■ 

provide  dftr.,   (1) 

In  the  1"  '    '  o.c\ionu  of  l^roceEt;  rjid  ->'■_ 
V/l^ltehead  Is  coiu.iaerliic  the  ''fliml  oppoKiteo'" , 
v/hlch  are  "God"  and  tlie  "V/orid' ..  -  pointij  out 

thc.t  these  "opposed  eleronto  stc^:d In 

reouf  :."   (^)     i'fae  imiverae,  \v  iP.lyBiL',  .-uvealD 

these  tv<fc  factors,  Tsoth  esEcntlnl  elc  In  the 

crectivo  ^•v'^f^:!-',  y^cV^  rC-lr^"  c.  contrit-atlon  to  eceh 
others  mt\:j?c-'S. 

Ihe  essentif 1  eXencnt  in  God'c  :  ie  the 

pemf'-nent  -nnft-  of  vlr-'.on  (tlie  -oa 

of  cteniPl  oi„cc-:;:),   L-tekl--  -^-:  sioal  mltlr.licity. 
The  eeeentlta  clenent  in  the  (of  rctual  ciititlee) 

In  the  volatile  iiultlplicity  of  fliiitc  ootucl  entities 
seel  ir^  a  perfected  ixnJ-ty.     'xhece  two  elementc  in  the 
tmlveroe  Gro\v,  since  the;^  f.re  ''crett-urcs",   (o) 


(1)   Tt  ■' '    ■* — '   •'    '-^   .-f'.v-  '^•' '  ■' '- nent'3  ntJie  by  i.Tiiteherd 
seer  t'  »   "the  Doini  \'hich  Hall 

he-B-  '  ,^^ 

i,  it*' is  .lust  ao  lauch  a 

nultlpiioity  tu»  i^  iu  u  viuity."   (IrooesL-  c^iC  Rcrllt:;. 

1 2)' A.  K   .vmitehead,  l>rocess  and  uc:  lity       P*,/^^'?,,, 

(?)  Or,  r-^  ,   in  ihe  cose  oi^  the  "World" 

COQpOSOd 
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llCeatltic  '  .In  the  of  grovrth,  the 

pr  of  potentialities  (ctcmrl  objects) 

I.e.  Cod  acquire^  ..  .iultiplieity  of  dati-  _.c;?.  the 
er-  orld.     (In  this  only  Hod  ic  "many"). 

This   "rru't^-Ho^   :'"  God  "r"  his  o-.-n  unity".    (1) 

ThuB  God'o  CO. .ent   n-ti^re  r>.rl-f?r. ,     Tn  the  ease  of 

the  ■■        "    '    'thp.t  Is  to  c;uy,  thr  •    -.l  entitles 

in  theii*  physicfl  flnl-t  the  prl.  ".  rmltlxiliclty 

of  volr.tlle  entl-tlcr  "''c-tilreo  (on  the  hncls  of  a 
Tmif;-iJis  r-ub^tcti-.c  :  i:::  derived  from  God)  r.  oonacquent 
■unity,''     That  is  to  suj* ,  &  new  actvT.l  entity  CLicrccs, 
ThiB  nov;  aot-'jrl  entity  '  c3  "oiic"  the   ''r.aay" 

Other  nctnal  entitles,     Thio  io  cpppxciitly  what 
mteheed  rcanc  when  he  says  that  it  in  atcorted  Into 
the  miltiplicity  of  thf»  ^rrinordir.l  c:  r.   (r)     On 

tbs  stre.'VTth  of  this  i.  r\   of  err '"'-''' on  V.liitehead  el c ins: 
"It   is   r.s  true  to  err  tl -^t  G-od   is   cne   r  -rli. 

naogr«  rs  thn.t  the  \:Qrld   is  one  end  Go<l  nnji;/,"  (3) 
Thic  tenuot'S  analyais  her  "beeri  -  --on  to 

^MW  that  Miltehoad»E!  "liter-,  t- "  clniia,  tLat  "th« 
conaeruent  nnture  of  Ood  la  '  od   of  tiplioity 

cf  elerncnte  with  indlviducl  self-realir'-M  — "   (A)   is  an 


(1)  A.  H.   \7hltcheed,  529 

(£)  Cf ,   Ibid     p,  :-)l^9 
(S)  Ihid     n,      !:E0 
(4)   Ibid     p.      i3Sl 
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overstntercnt  of  the  lnt«rpe  let  lone  of  God  and  -i  r 
aetnal  entitles  corTiosln^  the  A.  The  fact  of  this 

aore  mrot  tr     f  prevlo-ao  sectloiiii  o'^   - 
Rr_     . 

IThllc  In  a  certain  sense  It  ^n  trr^c  to  sr.y  that 
"the  eonsegucnt  nature  of  God  is  l        oi  a  nulti- 
plicity  of  elenents,— — It  is  inat   as  iiucli  c  nolti- 
pllclty  e.s  it  iG  a  unity."  (1)  ihis  idea      have 

"been  nore  accvarately  stated  thus:  God* a  ooaser -^ 

natnre  is  "the  physical  prehension  of  ectunlitles 

of  the  evolviivT  tiniverse."  (2)  "Eech  novel  c^tiiRllty 
In  the  tenporal  world  contriTjutes  such  (not  all) 
elaients  as  it  can"  (3)  to  the  tmity  of  God's  "being. 
That  is  to  say,  many  entities  saSre  a  contri"btition  to 
the  nam  actrir.l  entity  God,  God  ^  •  ^  r^or,-.-  prehensions 
(i.e.  prclicndin^ ) .  Ke  is  in  this  seuse  "nai^^.  Yet 
stsrely  God  is  nore   of  r  -unity  t,  lti:>licity, 

since  he  is  one  entity  feeling  other  entitiec  in 
rarieus  ways—  a  tmity  of  mosy  feelin':B« 
Relevcnce  to  :cc  11 .710x10  In: 

In  the  ■universe  of  discourse  used  "by  relirlor, 
certain  terns  r.re  c.pplicd  to  God.     Ke   is  cfJ-led: 


(1)  A,  i:   .   ..hi teheed,  Proc ?.er-lity 

(£)   n>id        n.   174  Z'v-r-r^         ■ 

(a)  rbid     -n.  i?4 


J^- 
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"pr.tlent";  "the  great  conptmlon",  rho  "loves".     I:.e  lo 
c    erred  to  as  "exerolslac  e  ^  .     iielirious 

tcllcv'v-:    tiiu-t    tiiC   Uvic    ux"   'wiiCi:c    1  ■,-••--■'-■•  te 

oiid  proceeda  to  e.iplo;,    L! 

It  1.r  cT-"c-.t   tlirt  In  t'Mn<"  there  eeriov.sly, 

\.liitohc-:d  Ic  ^v-r.:.^^:  ;.-.-   i:-c;_  -ii  oertr^in  well  fc 
rellrfoiiE  notionG.     iliere  are  very  comon  rtrc.lus  of 
thotiC^'t  r;  •'ch  "fr.t;hion  Ocd  in  the  ir/  -e  of  rji  licperlo.1 
mler,  :  •    -  ^   --    -  personiflcr.xlon  of  oort-l  cncr^, 

in  th'  e  of  eji  nl  phi"  ."   (1) 

2here  pare ccdtirec  ''"hit'  iiis 

attention  to  t"  r     -  • -cstion  embodied  in  the  Celllean 

ori/Tin  o-^  :-ity. "It  does  not  -  ■  r- 

mliii.-^  of  • ,   or  thR  ri'.thleBs  ::;'  ,   or  tl» 

tmnoved  novcr.     It   .  "  ^y^n  the  tr-r^pr'  r-^mcnta  In 

the  world,  r:hich  elo\7ly  tjnd  in   lui;  • -te  ti"" 

love."   (£) 

Guided  tiy  the  subjective  Rim  -nrr-ritlra  Tjy  his 
primordial  natiire,  God  prehendo  every  nctr.-lity  for 
whBt  it  can  "bo  in  r.  perfect  ayoton — -"its  srtf f crln/?B , 
its  sorrows,   its?  fr/^i^r-r,    Itn  trJ-  ,    itr  ,    t 


(1)  A.  TI. 

(2)  I"bid     V.    --^' 
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of  Joy-v/oven  ty  rl  o  of  feeling  Into  the         -  ony  of 

the  universal  fcellii^."   (1)     "-o  elcnent  in  fact  Is 
Ineffecturl:     thue  the  etn .      ..   vlth  evil  1;         ,.i-.._. 
of  tr  ■  up  a  moAe  of  utlllfJi^tlon  by  t^e  r      '    'on  of 

5ntf ^-  '  "  '    ;.e  elenentB  Introdriclnff  a  cowriler  etrticttire  of 

;.,    .....,-.,      ■      1^^        T+     ^c;    to    "^f     »v'!.-fT     fVrl    t't-lc,     "r^t-thrtlc" 

hrxnonlEation  In  God'b  t  :ls  liCt  to  te  e  •ii??.xcd 

with  the  euperficlr-lly  clnllar  doctrine  of  /loolute 
IdecllsE,     In  God*8  corscovent   ^  all  distinctions 

BT9  retained.     Ck>od  and  evil  ^re  net  trr         "ed  into 
colorless  perfection.     In  God,   ^=X)od  rj:id  evil  elcnents 
are  seen  In  their  rro-ncr  statxis,  /riven  their  "position" 
l»y  reference  xo   ui:q  uc-lc  of  vclues  xirovided  "by  God'o 
cvnliiRtive  proccor:. 

It  is  to  he  noted  thot  £ll  elemerts,  rode  nvnilchle 
hy  act\ip-l  clei.cntB,   ore  not  retrlned  (in  Crod»s  r-—'-  ncnt 
natT:re)  --i:  ^  If^  "csr  of  _£ 

(or  to  c  of  import-  r.ce)}   and  cli__     __^.      "^Iie 

revolta  of  destructive  evil,  rrurely  aelf-rej^ardlntS     — 
dionlEsed  into  their  triviality  of  rieroly  Indivldu'il 
facts."   (5)   (i.e.   "transferred^'   or  "tronsnnted'' )— "Bach 
novel  acturaity  in  the  +(—->-.«  ^   ^  orld  contrir^Hor  such 


(1)  A.  H.  Vh.ltGhetui,  Vroci  "it;/       p.  525 

(£)   Ihid     p.    ri7 
(3)  Ihid     p.   -'•^ 
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cJU^     n.G  It  cr.  to  Ion  In  Cod."  (D   (not 

all  clenentc  ore   present  In  God)   Thus,  In  tcms  of  the 
fOElllr^  doctrine  of  ol5;)eotlflojxtlon,— whl"!^  ''f^Tn   Is  no 
ellnlnctlon  v;ithin  Ck)d»B  nature  as  ouch,-  ti.cre  Is  of 
course  ellnlnatlon  of  sone  of  the  date  nvcllnhle  for 
inclucion  in  God»D  nature. 

A.Tainst  the  "br.c!:Ground  of  the  preceding  dlBCUsclon, 
it  la  pocsihle  to  gr&sp  vrhltchecA's  neaninc:  rhen  he 
states :  God  e?:crcises  a  tender  care  "that  nothing  he 

lost t^r-t  cr-n  he  nrved."  (T)   aiiuo  God  "seves" 

the  vfCTia,   having  ,1udred  It  rorthy  of  inclusion  in  the 
everlasting  Iranedlaey  r,r  ^lr.  crm  life. 

It  is  very  inportrat  -^.o  note  the  exact  nattxre  of 
this  ^ solvation":  an  actual  entity  creates  itself. 
It  dies,  and  in  "passing  on"  rrovldos  data,  ^one  of 
these  data  r^c  prehendcd  hy  God  and  retained  in  his 
"life",  ether  data  rjre  lost  forever.  This  then  is 
the  salvrtLon  rhich  God  confers  on  actual  entitles. 
Thus  he  c::crclceG  his  tender  "aesthetic"  care  —saving 
those  data  rhlch,  in  his  life,  will  he  "free  fron 
inhihltions  of  intensity  hy  reason  of  discordance."  (^) 
^«  "p£tlencc"  of  God  la  exenr'Uflcd  In  the  fret 


(1)  A.  H  .  miitchcad,  i;roccs^  and  -ct.llt:,- 
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that,  ts  it  were.  Cod  welts.  and"plc3cs  up  the  pieces", 
as  tliey  fell  froa  the  dead  rictu^l  entities,  'xhese 
pieces  (date)  rjre  fitted  together  (as  fast  as  they  are 
avcilalle)  in  the  "perfected  ayston"  of  the  supreme 
ever  enduring  actual  entity  (Ck)d),  God  ctuuiot  force 
any  actual  entity  to  x>rocecd  in  onj'  specific  fashion, 
Sach  actual  entity  is  ultimately  "cauea  sui".  This 
however,  does  not  cecn  that  CJod  con  only  wait  (exercise 
patience)  for  actual  entitles  to  provide  dctr  for 
inclusion  in  his  nPture,  God  clso  provide: 

Satius  Grod,  like  any  other  actu^  1  entity,  ci-n 
exercise  efficient  causation  "by  providiiig  dl^ta  for 
incluaion  in  new  acturl  entitles,  Ihis  however,  is 
not  the  fixml  caiisatioii.  *iOr  aocti  the  frict  that  "od 
provides  the  patterns  for  the  actual  suh^ective  ais  of 
any  actual  entity,  constitute  God  the  ultinsate  creator 
of  all  actual  entities  (1).  God»s  greatest  power  lies 
in  the  fact  that  his  primordial  nature  acts  ae  a 
stinulus  to  the  internal  activity  of  actual  entities , 
As  Vfliitehead  expresses  it,  God  leads  "  it  (the  world) 
l)y  hie  vision  of  truth,  "beauty  and  goodness.'  (£) 

Lilc©  all  actual  entities,  God  desires  to  nr'-e  a 


(1)  Of.  'iheei.o       p.  102 

(2)  A,  IT   .  V.liitehead,  r>-^/^-.;-.  '  ^-.^     ^-Hty       p.   r^^f, 
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oontritutlon  to  the  life  of  other  actual  CKtities.  xi^ib 
desire,  on  the  part  of  God,  to  add  to  the  intenolty  of 
eth*r  actual  cntlticB  Is  cftlled  the  "love"  of  God. 

Since  God  ohares  the  experiences  of  other  actiicl 
entities,  rjid  coatrl^utee  to  theirs,  he  is  deolfr:if  ted 
as  the  "great  companion the  fellov/  rufferer  who 

Tinders t  rjjds . ' "  ( 1 ) 

Conpr.rlson  of  IxirorAirl  and  Const  -.9^  ^^A 

Various  attenpts  have  ^een  made  to  dlstincrulsh, 
aptly,  the  tv.'o  poles  of  Ck>a«6  nature.  A.  D.  Ritchie  U) 
points  out  that  God  Is  not  only  the  "score"  of  the 
orchestra  (God  as  prinordial);  tut  f-lso  the  'xonduotor'' 
(God  ac  consetiueiit).  i^Hitehead,  hiiaself  refers  to  God's 
"rrimordicJ.  nat-ure'^  as.  "free,  cc  2L   (eincc 

no  data  cone  In  from  outcide  to  Ic  added  to  his 
©onoeptuca  pole—  rJ.1  eternal  ot^ecte  "beln^  rlvcr^ 
present).  God  as  priroro-ir-l  is  "prixaordicl  aince  it 
iB  fron  Ood»s  conceptucl  enviss^eiaent  of  eternal  ©"bjects, 
that  the  actual  entities,  r.riaing  in  the  world,  eet 
tlieir  lure,  or  \ir^e,  to  grovj.  rjrom  the  cternta  o'biects 
conceptually  prehci  ''ed  Ijy  God,  other  nctual  entities 
derive  pat'f^ms  wl.ich  -^.re  actualized  "by  tiien  r.s  tlieir 


(1)  A.  H.  '.mitc     ,i2££i.  ^,  -^^•,4?*' 

it)   A.  D.  iUtcuic,  -itevTT  jod  ..crlitj 
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BTib^ectlvc  forms.   (Conceptnnl  cnvlaagement  of  eternal 
objectn  Ic   "prliaoi^ilrl"   in  GocL*s  nrtiirc  In  the  a^nse 
that  this  Is  his  noBt  distinctive  phase.   (1)    ) 

God'o  primordial  nJitxire   Is  "^  ^y  de  jt'' 

b«dattse  en  actur-lltj-  rcoulrcs  ».  phj-Glcf^l  pole  If  It  lo 
to  he  complete.     God^s  primordial  ncturc  ic  "T'lrnnnrionn" 
b(Mflni8e  oonsclo-usneEs  peruircB  the  confront ixit;  ^i'  ■■.''-■ct 
with  elternatives  (conceptiar.!  data).     God,  aa  prlnordirl, 
lo  concerned  only  v;ith  eternrl  ols.^Gctfs,     Apcsrt  from  his 
oonsecuent  natiire,  God  has  xxo  i^ii^alca.!  feeling  of  fr-ctg. 
Without  auch  feelings  oonsciouonesB  cannot  f3i*lsc.   (2) 

V'/hltehoad»s  claiin  that  God's  conccrrtv.rl  -nole.   Is 
aa  such,  unconscious  lias  exponed  hln  to  cojiLidei^-'ble 
criticism.     One  of  the  nost  fr.lr  nnd  constructive  lo 
that  offered  'by  IT,  P,  Str-Dlrnecht:     "The  priinordlf^l 
fiatvire  of  God  cennot  've  "tmeonscious"  prehension  of 
posBihility  in  tjnerBl,  hecGuse  it  involves  a  speoial 
type  of  valtiation  \7hloh  is  neeaeearily  conacloua,     Por 
God,  evaluation  nnounts  to  a  coxaparlson  of  the  fortm 
contenplnted  with  hinf.elf ,  for  God  is  his  Cfim  archetyp* 
of  perfection.     Uow,  when  we  see  that  a  oonnarleon  and 
oontro^t  of  the  oh^cct  evaluated  with  himself,  is 


(1)  A.  N,  Whitehead,  li  p.  ^23  ^  r:  9 

Cf.^  * 

(£)   Cf.   rbld        p.   524 
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«Mi«ntlal  to  God'B  appmlBni  of  cny  oTaJect,  we  pcaliz* 
tbat  such  tictlon  1g  for  CJod  the  rery  niiintesoenoe  of 
eonsolousness,  a  conip&rctlve  recofjnltlon  of  v.t  .^A  not 

self. ..li'tehcfid  has  not  e-'preseed  tlilB  doctrine 

explicitly.     Jtlll,  reflection  upon  hie  ideal  of  esthetic 
Intensificctlon  should  ~ai-c  clear  that  tlie  doctrine  is 
consistent  v/ith  hla  s;,i.^c    .     (1) 

i'hiu  iirGument,  an  attempt  at  connection,   is  "based  on 
a  nieuoderotcmdins  of  Whitehead's  conception  of  God's 
evaluation  of  eternal  oh^ects.     God  doeo  not  hare  "before 
him,  as  en  Idoal,   "hincclf",  v'hlch  serves  ac  the  pattern^ 
la  a«cordance  v;lth  vi^hich  he  apprclces  the  relative  v;orth 
and  status  of  all  eternal  o"b5ects.     In  the  first  place, 
God's  priraordial  nature  is  const Itutcd  "by  hie  ooncepttirl 
prehsnsioxis  of  all  etcrnul  oTj.ieote,     It  does  not  exist 
prior  to  these  acts  of  prehension,     v^eoondly,  the 
pelationchipa  of  ull  eternal  objects  uce  not  detcmlncd 
In  accordcnce  with  coae    '.revicus  pattern,  c  conplex 
eterntil  object,     Ihcse  relationships  ri^  ectr."hll2hed 
"by  the  fact  thct  God  prehends  the  eteriid  o"t;jc.(  \... 
concerned  with  variout:  types  of  subjective  form,   i.e. 
degrees  of  relative  accoptano*  and  rejection,     i'his 


j» 


(1)     H.  P.  StalUcnecht,  ^  In  the  -I.ilc  or 
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Inol-uslon  In  Crod»o  prlnordlnl  cDcperlence  provides  the 
patterned  relevance  which  nil  eternrl  chjects  hnve.(l) 

Stnllkncoht'a  attempt  at  reconstruction  lo  i^o 
Inconsistent  r:lth  iThiteherid's  general  pocltlon  In  tiw  t, 
in  the  evc.lTictivc  process,  there  Is  no  provision  node 
for  phi-slccl  fecllAErs.   (Yet  these  r^^-r^r^cl  feellncx  , 
hae  "been  noted,  are  eBsentlcl  for  tix  ce  of 

ccnscioi'^neno . ) 

Goa»G  "conceq.ucnt  nf-.ttire"   Id  "dctcmlncd"   (I.e. 
receives  data  from  other  r-ctucJ.  entitles).     In  this 
aerme  It  is  "conat  (i.e.  dependent  on  the  crovrth 

of  other  aetiml  entitles  vAiich  provide  n-tr  -for  It)  end 
"1  2!'   (contlnuplly  "        :  '    :;  x;.c:  r    '  —  liable 

dnte  ill  Its  reoonfstnxetlon).     God's  cor:  t  nntt^rc 

is  "evcrlrctlns"  ^^  ^^-^  sence  thPt  muttirl  Innediacy  of 
content  is  rctr.lned  In  his  life.     OJhc  "prst"  v^lthin  his 
nRtvsrc  never  fades,     'i'he  stRterent  thrt  God,  as  co:  jt 

Is  "fully  actur.l"  Is  not  c:5cactly  correct.     TThat  Whitehead 
appermtly  rieans  is  that,  "because  God,  the  actual  entity, 
has  a  physical  pole   (consequent  nrtrarc),  he  is  fully 
actual,   (ilct  that  the  physical  pole,  ae  such  is  fully 
aetuxil-  since  rxjttLalltlee  Boot  have  hoth  poles.)     This 


(T)  Cf.  Thesis     p.     51 


T'.l  critic!  "  '  ':c   xo  %:.c   zxtv  ■  :      '  i.'.c 

cc  ont  nr.turc  of  God  lo  ."     In  rer.llty, 

God  is  conscionG  xil^.cn.  he  h"s  'both  phyoical  c:  1 

poles,  BO  tJiat  fact 9  prout-.iu  by  ph,yDlcal  '■-•  -  oion, 
can  "be  conTronted  "by  &ltei  (conceptual  prc- 

heneions).     In  short,  the  nerc  fn.ct  of  ;ical  pole 

as  such,  does  not  render  God  consciotiB, 

On  a  Tjccls  of  a  onreful  exoislnation  of  the 
writin^^s  under  diseussion,  one  crn  find  little  ^uotlflca- 
tion  for  I'Iqb  Stcb"blrT'»-  ri/*hteous  l:idl{Tn'"tlon,  voiced 
in  tiiCEc  pcthetic  wor.l^:      "I-rof,  ^liltehecid'e    "        ■?ensl"ble 
use  of  1g.  cones  nothing  short  of  serncIrlouB 

wben  he  sp*^!".""-?.  r-f  C-nd,     He  sc-ys  that  God  is  a  tern  used 
for  oreetivity,  -xictctelitn  tiatter  and  nodern  sttiff,'*   (1) 
As  a  natter  of  fact,  l.Toitehead.  scys  no  ouch  thin^. 
Appearently  Lllss  Ctc'b'bin^  has  "been  misled  "by  the  openinfr 
itarase  of  ^roccoc  raid  ilcality.  Part  I,   Chapter  S,     (2) 
peragraph  two.     Here  It  is  stated  that''  *  ore r  t  j  v  j  t:; *   is 
another  rendering  of  the  Arlstotell-n  'r:"tter'  end  of 
the  nodern  'neutral  stuff,"     The  use   cf  the  phrc-se 
"another  render InfT*"  t  following  a  paragraph  in  which 
the  ooxisecuent  nature  of  God  was  beizig  diseus&ed 


(1)  :J.38  L,  S,  iiteh"bin/r,   '■iievicT;  :.c-  llty'" 

::ind  1.- 
(£)  Underlining  nine. 


■l£^t  have  led  1'J.gb  Gtobblnc  to  think  that  Cod  wcs  still 
Iseln^  dlBcncsed  (I.e.  in  torms  of  crcp-tlvlty  etc.^. 
Evr.lvirtioii  of  ^.lijtchcrd's  t  of     ■ 

On  the  "basis  of  conBlstcncy,   rnd  the  rvoldnnoe  of 
Bonc  of  the  tradltlonri   -^"rrr^r•  r.    ^-  r-n  ^-  '--ch  to  "be 
Bwxa  for  v;hiteliCsA»s  concept  of  uod;     1,   -Ithln  oertnln 
Units  (1),  God  Is  not  an  exception  to  the  ce 
principles  which  or©  appllcr,"ble  to  tVo  rent  of  t-n 
imiverse.     He  is  descrl'bt.tle  in  tl.;  iici'ci  tcms 

as  ell  other  nctual  entitles,     ^^e  arc  not  reduced  to  c 
"confession  of  isnorcnce"  nor  c  distant  ''flrct  cr'ane" 
whose  existence  v/e  tis^  aware  of  "but  whose  WvL:     re  not 
ottp  rmys,     £,  't^hitehoad  io  not  faced  "by  tiie  pro"bleK  of 
explaining  hovr  a  static,   "real"  God  has  any  crv.nrl 
connection,  or  collection  of  any  kind,  v;lth  tn     uin-e  1" 
Ghcsia±m  v:orld.     In  his  opinion  God  needs  the  world  as 
ouch  r-.B  the  world  needs  God,     God  Is  r.erely  one  acturl 
entity  in  self -creative  Intesrectlon  \.lth  other  acttml 
entities,     '.'»  V,liit£hef:d»s  stress  on  the  historical 
aspect  of  God  (his  grov/th),  and  his  genniiie  Intercotirse 
with  other  self-crcrtive  creatxires,  saves  whitehead  fron 
the  fallacies  of  --Vbsolutc  Idealisn,  thou^  his  reference 
to  the  aesthetic  nature  of  Cod's  consequent  experience 
rnlGlit  cuGfjest  a  slnilcrlty.     It  Ic  true  that  his 


(1)   Of.  Thesis        p,       98 


"8X115.1601170  aln  prebMi&s  every  notucllty  for  v;hnt  it 
can  "be  in  such  a  perfected  Byateo."   (1)     This,  hov/ever, 
does  not  deiay  thnt  sxif ferine  or  -sin  are  any  less  real« 
"Ood  prohcnds  pain  or  evil  v.ixi:  tae  siib^cctlve  fom  of 
tragedy.     Cod  is  notle  in  tli;  t  he  endiires  the  evil 
experiences,  present  in  his  ntiture,  "brave ly,"   (2)     It 
Is  to  be  nc ted  that  ^laat  beeaaee  Crtsd  exi.>ericnces  the 
"evil"  of  othero,   in  a  f-jreuuine  fashion,  thia  does  not 
loplj-  that  hie  nattirc,   ac  such,   is  evil.      'God  has  in 
hie  uatvire    o:.       ■:-:--^c^.-c  of  evil,  of  pain,  and  of 

degradation,  'bv.\ . _  v;ith  v:hrt   is 

gcod.     Every  fact  is  ^^h^^t   it  is,  a  fact  of  pleacrure,  of 

Joy,   of  pain,   or  of  at.L.-^.i'in^« Its  very  evil 

hecoiaes  a  cteppln^-stone  in  the  all-cn'brr.cin/T  ideals 
of  God."    (3)     Ihiza  V.liitchead  refuses  to  follow  the 
Snelish  AheolutistB  who  lose   "good"  and  "evil'=   in  the 
"perfection"  of  the  .13801110.     The  reference  to  'heiiM- 
ovcrcoEse  with  what  is  good"  looks  euopicioualy  like 
i  aealian.     On  clooer  examination  it  is  seen  that 
ilhitehead  is  only  cl;  inln^  that  these  faoto  of  evil 
a3pe  seen  in  their  proper  i)erspective,  not  ae  the 
ultinate  facte,  but  ac  the  "reel",   painful,  goade 


(1)  A.  H. 
(£)  A.  H 

(r)  A.  n. 
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which  8irap  one  on  to  :  '  levels  of  achlerwnant-     'ihat 

l8  to  say,  pea:'ticiaura  crc  not  to  be  conoldercd     apcjrt 
fMD  their  piece   in  the  totality  of  reel  thlrv^c.  Thus 
v/hile  AhDolute  laeallsn  rc-rrds  "pmrtlcnlrr  thln^"  re 
\iltlni:tely  "appecjranccB" ,  '"^»  eternrlly  rt   In 

th«  cnviBRf^enent  of  the  .■-hsoliite;  vn/ft^her^   considers 
tbmm  to  he  real  coipoaffnts  which  c  i;     u         ^   '^ 

are  nprJroprir.tod ,   r.s  novel  elenents,   into  the  groMinc 
life  of  God's  conccr.uent  nrfaTe.     It  1b  to  he  noted 
that  God's  conseqioeat  natiirc  is  not  prior  In  temporal 
exlBteacc  ox*  in  reality,  toCsone)  other  actue.1  entities. O 

Cwirpaglaon  of  V/hll  ^^:^...^-  .    "^^-"^  ^-'  ■  -  - 

At  thia  point  it  is  well  to  note  the  drcetic 
differentiations  v;hich  dlstin^rolch  V/hltehend»B  position 
tvm  that  of  Pradley.     -.  ic;  le  i^rticnlarly  Inportant 
in  \acv;  of  '.Thitehead'E  ctaterent:     "thot«^  th-ponr-hov.t 
the  cK'-iii  l>od^  of  the  worlr  I  rjn  in  sharp  dl»a«r««aeiit 
with  Bradley,  the  finel  o-utcor>«  la  after  all  net  so 


(1)     It  is  of  c  o  those  ^ 

•^\  '         '  3  on  the  scli"- 

c:  •  ^^- 
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etly  dlff«af«nt.^   (1)     In  fact  theac  uii^crLnti    ^lone 
are  bo  i;ua*lce?d  tht-t  one    -'v.^o'^erB  at"  the  lai;t  n 

tiie  quotation, 

Bradley  hat^eo  hla  pua  the  "ratlOiimUy 

.  the  '-r'  0  "be  eeli'- 

comsistent  rjid  &ll-lnclueive.  -It  of  o"  tlon 

he  reached  the  conoliiolon  that  ''experience"   is  the 
SSBM  ftB  reality,     ''i'o  "be  real  is  to  ^e  iruiissoluhly 
one  thin^-  v'ith  sentienoe.     It  is  to  he  sonethiii^'  v;hloh 
cozses  as  a  i'eattjre  end  aspect  vdthin  ons  v,'hole  reeling; 
eoBiethlne  which  except  p.s  rjo.  integrel  elerient  in  cuch 
saasations  has  no  merjiln^  Bt  all,"  (2) 

It  is  to  "be  -ftirther  noted  +'irt:     ^If , 
reality,  vre  go  to  e^rperlenoe ,  \vc  cert  inly  etc  nox  ^iaO. 
a  subject  or  an  oh^ect,   or  Indeed  Jur  over 

atanding  seperate  and  on  Itr.  c-n  "hottor,       .     *,   .  v: 
discover,  rather,  is  a  vUoj-c  in  ^.nich  distinctions 
ar«  mnde,  hut  in  which  divisions  do  not  exist."   (2) 
Thus,  on  the  hasis  of  a  direct  exriciinrtion  of 
iBHnediate  e."pcriencc,  j-x^udley  ia  led  to  conclude  thRt 
there  is  no  ultint^te  plurality  of  reals,     iieality  is 
one.     Ihls  position  is  further  suhstantlated,  in 


(1)  A.  u.  vn  p.  vli 


(D  F.  H.  Erc-^x-, 
{?)   Ttld.     p.        459 
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Bradley's  opinion,  Tiy  the  realign  t Ion  thnt  vhot  la  real 
■net  be  r.ll    '  _,   end  £;_  ^     .     If  there 

were  a  plx'-rAllty  of  reals  (-"^-'^''lled) ,   t'-'-  ^t  of 

plurality         '      Invalidate  tiic  clo.in  tLat  ojij,-  one   (   or 
all)  of  theuc  pnrticulrtj's  Is  refJ..     This  foUovrs  fron 
the  prlnclnip  thnt  a  -^art,  since  it  ^n  not  the  v/hole 
(all  inclusive)  coonot  b«  real.     Aljo,  JJ[  there  were  a 
p.linrallty  of  re?' Is,  they  would  "  _^  to  each 

other  in  vrrloaas  sr-irr,,     ~^^t ,   in  ■^:"'pA?>n'r»n  c-ilnlon,   no 
reality  o-'n  "be  fotmd  in  '   -ar/tioii  •.  icrlzecl  "by 

the  "inconsistency"  of  "rclntlonchlT)''.    (1) 

On  the  "baais  of  sT>ch  yi^ceed^jrf  "r-  this,  the 

c*-""""   -'"-r    T.3_(i  Off  nntc — —n,    ^ej,;  .i'-  t^  ,      cv    •  ~~ 

arid  thlri'-fi  which  'tc  find  about  r?8,   is  din  tilled  by  the 
subtle  alohecy  of  !BraAIey*P  t>io-?-"'?!t  into  a  time 
unity  of  feellzi^.     Oir  "co    w.^       ,,je"  world  Is  branded 
as  raere  "r_  2"»     ^^r  In  reality,  eccordlnc  to 

Bradley,  tine   (chalice)   is  an  lllti.uion.     It  Inpllec 
Incompleteness.     Rer.lity  nnist  be  conplete,     V,e  refer 
to  distinct  celvoc.     In  reality  "vre  can  hnrdly  say  that 
the  Absoluto  (consists  of  finite  thin,^,  ^rhcn  the  thiixT, 
aa  such,  are  there  tran  ^    -nd  have   lorl  their 

Individual  nattires , "  ( 2 ) 


(1)  Cf .  F.  H,  Brodle-,  Appeprrjice  nnd  :ior i±ty     t),  Zir> 
(£)  Ibid       p.  /-69 ^     ^ 
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It  Id  tznie    \,Li-x  V.liltcLcuu.  derlvcB  from  Srr-dlcy  a 
hint  r.c.  to  iiov;  the  Intern/il  ttnlty  of  an  actucl  entity 
nay  "be  erpl'  Ir.od,   i.e.  aa  an  IncluBlve  v:hole  of  feelliVT. 
E  ere,  hov/cvi.-,  ull  ulnllarlty  stopc.  "^"-    '  '  "  only 

qne  whole  of  experience,  tlncleBsly  dlsBolvinc  rll 
apyaartnt  partiotilars  Into  Its  "reel"  unity.     'IniU 
holds  thr.t  tJiere  Is  vn  Infinite  rmltlpllclty  of  centeirs 
of  fcelln,T,  er.oh  oiitonoiaouE  and   -^nuinely  dlstl"  e-^  . 
2hey  "feci"  other  centers  of  life  v/hich  are  equally 
r.utononouc; . 

iliere  le  a  plrice  for  "timeless  'onity'    In  ..liiteLecd's 
cosr.oloQ-.     God*s  consec-iicnt  nature,  thoy^^  it  £T0\7s, 
lu  tin:;eles&   in  the  sense   thnt  none  of  Itn  corrionrnt 
contents  frAe.     It  diffcra  fron  Ered"    ;  '      .^i;i:ol-ute   in 
thet  it  (God»B  conseiuent  natvre)  holdc  v/lthin  ite 
life*  pbAsee  of  other  Ectrr.l  rrt.fties,  only  after 
theee  tactual  entities  hrve ,  c.c  ijxich,  pcs^^d  out  of 
existence,     Gcd*s  eonscruent  nctvTC  doee  not  deny  the 
reality  of  crolvin^:  rct-a"!  entitles,     Ir'ccd,  God's 
corocfitcnt  natvire  covJd  not  c-'iat  rithout  i   e  deta 
provided  "by  other  r.ctur.1  entities. 

It  it;  to  he  noted  that  "beoetise  God  ia  tlr.cTeas, 
It  does  not   necessarily  follow  thnt  the  rer.lity  of 

tine  aruBt  tc  denied.     The  self-crcntiTc  process  of 
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ordlnrry  actual  entitles  Is  r       "  •  T,   I.e. 

acttv"!  entitles  rice  r.nd  then  r^r  lo 

pcppctun    '  «»-r*lehln,r:,     i'he  r-vntn   in  t*;ir!    'rocess  vre 
frenulncly  cut  ^s,     Indeed  God  elds  in  these 

;^  of  life  in  their  self-crct  tivc  strurile,  "by 
tivo."  •  -inCT  pl^nn  of  r.ctlon  end  providir^T  dutr.  for 
physiecl  prehc:i:^ior-s. 

With  reference  to  IDradley'c  trust  in  n  logical 
oriterlon,  V/hitchcad  v/oiild  proTDaTjlir  nc]-e  the  rejoinder 
(which  io  r,ppllc£».'ble  to  o.ajf  rationalistic  systcr  which 
cither  forces  erpericncc   Into  Its  ronlde  or  denies  Its 
reality):     "The  only  lofflcrl  concltision     to  "be  drrtTm, 
when  a  contm-diction  Ibgucs  fi'om  r  tr'  in  of  reroonin^, 
is  thRt  St  Icp.st  one  of  the  premises  involved  In  the 
Inference   is  fr-lse.''   (1)     'ihiTs,   in  rer:crd  to  Bradley, 
the  fact  thr.t  r,  cltnrtion  involves  contradictory 
elencnta  (in  the  «jyea  of  e  rationp.llst)  does  not 
there'by  "bfiptlse  it  trith  the  "bitter  ?;r-ters  of  dic- 
"appearanoe", 

Baradley's  ohuervatlon  of  his  innedirte  erpcriencc 
was  decidedly  layopic.  He  saw  a  -unity  of  feeling,  \rlth 
merely  apparent  diversities,     Ee  node  the  nistclce  of 

(1)  A,  H,  Wliitehead,  ProecBs  c-rA  p,   ir 
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•uppocliv:  there  could  l:e  only  oae  Buoh  unity,  ftls- 
reeordlnc  the  Ineac.     o  experleac     aave  of  others. 
Ilhat  niotalce  V.liiter.cr-d  correctc ,  tocetlier  with  the  false 
Implications  wlilch  Bradley  drew  from  en  inziccurete 
analyolB.  In  oppcGitlon  to  Bradley,  V-Mtehead  (1) 
points  otit  tliat  "relatloiu3"  relate. 

By  his  doctrine  of  "causa  s\il"  (v/lth  reference  to 
the  crer.tlon  of  ter.por&l  actual  entities)  VJhit^.-u.^ 
plaeee  himself  In  complete  and  utter  opposition  to 
ell  forms  of  non-tenvorc-1,  "pcrtlcular  decylng" 
Al)80lutitin.  ihls  denunciation  is  cpplioal)le  to  the 
'•Great  Self",  an  all  IncluQlve  "i.xperience"  or  the 
logical  eBsonoe  "Boine"  from  which  lescer  essences 
are  deduotlveli'  derived  (hut  no  particulars  are 
genuinely  accounted  for), 

Yihltchead's  doctrine  of  actual  entltlea  nalces 
poBslhle  an  explanation  of  the  '^Indivldur.llty"  of 
entities  In  the  phialcrl  nnd  psychical  rcalnio,  Ihls 
was  a  very  difficult  rro'blen  on  the  "basis  of  Lucrctluc» 
theory  of  atomo,  --esotrtco'  undifferentiated  c-tenrlve 
contlnuun,  and  the  created  "telngu''  v/hicii  v.crc  i-u  rets 
of  the  divine  providence.   In  the  c^-e  of  /orlstotle, 
reference  was  mcAe   to  some  frctor  (forn  i.e.  Indivldvrl 


(1)  A.  K.  V.liitchead,  Advciitures  of  Idcrs    p.  201 
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OBsenoe  or  "nrttcr" ,  no  the  critics  imy  decide)  v;bl 
supposed  to  differentiate  one  entity  from  rnothcr. 
However,  there  ws   no  reference  to  the  indlvldiinl 
Bcleotlve  eelf-crePtlvlty  v/hlch  (however  Inept  It  nay 
occn  when  frlven  v/lder  appllcrtlon)  does  cnr"ble 
VThitehcrxl  to  do  ^nstlce  to  the  Indlvldixr-llty  of  hxinan 
peruons . 

By  this  enphasls  on  the  reality  of  actual  entities 
(not  eternal  oh^cote  in  ahctraction  fron  llvin,':  entitlcc) 
Whitehead  supports  our  deepest  Inciclits  CiTrlnGt  those, 
who  lllcc  iirif'jenG  and  3pinoaa  reduce  reality  to  lofriocl 
essence. 

The  fcchle  Plotinicji  attempt  to  ner"''  "^d  fuse 
the  gp-ny  thln,'^  and  percons  of  our  ordlnory  experience, 
intothe  life  of  tlie  one  hcln^r  -  ixmt   re  the  llfrht  of  a 
multltiide  of  candles  is  fused  into  one  ffrcrt  llrht-  In 
confronted  "by  the  >'^enulnc  sepr^rateness  (Independence)  of 
actual  entitles  and  the  real  externality  of  relatlons.d) 
nis  theory  of  the  self -creativity  of  dlfitlnet  actual 
entitles  stands  in  ctrilclnc  contrast  to  the  Eerirsonian 
reference  to  tJic  "nojiy"  as  droplets  falling  (for  no 
ffood  reason)  frora  the  nrtesian  fountain  of  "life". 


(1)  Cf,  Thesis,  p.  1S3 
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Berlrelcy's  Ck)d,  ultlr.;  tely,  "holds"  -11  no-c-lled 
finite  selvcB  as  his  own  Ideas,  ^Thltehead  retains 
within  his  natiu:e,  or  actual  entitlec, 

only  rJ'ter  they  havu     '"cl  on.        'oeen  noted, 
their  independent  heino  ia  not  denied  ty  their  inc2"  "'en 
in  God.  She  inner  lire  of  actual  entities  having  fcded 
out  (in  a  nortae.1  fashion ),-sone  remnants  ore  saved,  in 
the  experience  of  God. 
giie  l\inction  of  God  in  Crer.tion 

The  function  of  God  in  the  process  of  crcrxion  Ie 
to  "be  pcTtlcularly  aoxed.  He  is  not  relc^TC'-ted  to  a 
plaee  of  Tinimportf-nce  "by  the  "dmvn&ard  dash"  of 
Lucretius'  atoms.  He  is  not  the  "Unnoved  Lover"  of 
Aristotle,  or  the  "3uprer..e  Artisrji"  of  Plato.  He  is 
not  the  ''Ultlncte  Leecnoe"  fror.  v;hieh  ell  other 
essences  ("but  no  pcxticulc-rs )  ere  deduoihle.  {IrlccnCi.) 
God  is  not  a  nere  flux  of  "Vital  Process"  fron  rhlch 
thin^ss  and  persons  appear  for  no  reason  and  "by  no 
agency,  (Bergeon  and  Plotinus)  God  does  not  crec.te  the 
world  "by  generating  sense  Inpreseions.  (Ier]:eley)  He 
does  not  usurp  the  perogatlves  of  Irrdlej'c  :>"bEolutc, 
end  deny  all  genuine  reality  to  the  v/orld  of  "appecr- 
ance";  nor  docs  God  crerte  r.r ttrr,  rnd  then  "by  an 
«laiaanent"  or  "extcrno.l"  teleolcti  lulld  ■     :!d  and 
"keep  it  going".  (Deecortc      AQulnrs)   i'inally. 
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i.liitolieacI*o  vlcv;  of  God  dlf fere  from  Lel"bnls'c  In  thrt 
^?hltci.crd»o  'nonrda"  (ncttiRl  entitles)  crertc  thensclves 
"by  Interaction  with  the  G-rtRrnrl  vorld  (they  have  wlndovw). 
Also,  God  iQ  not  the  xiltinr^c  ^jo'uroe  and  •stabllBher  of 
tbe  sort  of  intcrnctlons  \7hich  taic  place  "between 
ooHpcmenta  of  the  tinlvcrcc,  Gcd*8  prluordlcl  nntiire 
prcvldee  for  the  poaBltillty  of  mnny  ^'ordere";  "but  tic 
aetoalitieB  of  the  world  and  God,  c.s   ftilly  rcttial, 
determine  whet  the  aotutxl  order  of  the  iinlvcrse  will  T}c, 

In  this  \TO.y  the  pro"blec3  of  divine  :1  • ■t   Is  solved 

in  G  way  which  was  ir.possiljle  for  most  philosophcrB  of 
reli^on,  Ae  liGs  "been  evident  fron  the  previoiis 
expooition,  in  VThitehead's  opinion,-  God's  primordial 
natiire  is  pi'eeent  to  all  actwvl  entities  ac  c  source 
of  patterns  of  activity,  God's  consequent  nat\irc  le 
intinately  related  to  the  world  in  that  he  io  concerned 
to  save  G.11  that  is  of  vjorth,  ae  actual  entities  perish, 
further,  it  is  God's  function  to  provide  data  for  use 
"by  self-creative  actual  entitles, 

God  is  one  »elf-orcative  a^ent  aiaonij  other  self- 
creative  a^nts.  Creation  la  continually  .rjoin^  on. 
It  is  absurG  to  eveny   of  the  first  d  y,  or  drya ,  of 
creation. 

In  opposition  to  Lucretius'  olrim  that  a  "huddle" 
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of  n-torao  ecu  iflFVtece  the  entir*  unlT^ree,  and  It   there 
•be  Gods  they  cxc  ix\)uentee  non-lnterferore,-  Vilill 
finds  that  God  porforme  nn  ecBentlal,  thoxj^  not  all 
Inportont  fxmctlon  In  the  oinivuruc.  llcmover,  this 
status  lo  not  guaranteed  by  nakln^;  him  an  "Unnovcd 
»ver".  BO  tflccn  up  with  p  consideration  of  thlnl-lnc 
that  he  can  have  no  •onoern  with  the  comnon  sense 
world.  I^or  is  the  fact  of  essential  relntlonshlp, 
which  vaiitehead  stresses^to  "be  explained  in  terns  of 
the  analoty  of  en  f^rtist  shi  pin«r  his  somcrl -t.  -i-rtlc 
natcricl.  She  relation  hetween  God  and  other  cu-Uxies 
iB  delineated  in  terns  of  nutue.l  interaction.  V.ith 
reference  to  huacji  hein^,  &t  ler^t,  this  is  a  more 
accurate  description  of  vhat  seeme  to  ho^^en   ,  than 
the  doctrines  of  Aquinas  and  i.u^-ustine,  ihey  traced 
everything  to  tlie  providence  of  God  and  gave  no 
initiative  to  imaaxi.  heincs.  God  creates  and  conccrvcs. 
Since  God  is  alone  responsible  for  the  existence  and 
activity  of  ell  pernons  and  thinfra.  tliey  ere  thereby 
reler^-ted  to  a  position  of  little  or  no  irnport'.uice  or 

reality. 

IVhile  V/hitch«ad  ney  apparently  fro  to  extrene 
len^rths  in  stressing  the  inner  life  of  all  actual 
•ntities,  he  is  at  least  concerned  to  allow  inter- 
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opnocctlon  IjctT/een  thinrrs,  pereons  and  thln,::s,  and 
t)«tTreen  poroons  and  pcrcozis;  tlilc  tms  more  tlmn 
^•eoartcs  with  his  theory  of  "sul>BtP-ncc"  leritlnrtely 
could  do.  Alco,  Dcocartcs'  stress  on  the  IncluelvoB^aB 
of  space  and  the  tmreellty  of  ray   dlffercntlrtlon  of  It, 
1b  corrected  "by  V,'hitehcrr!»G  "Interacting  ntonlstn", 

Ihe  al>Burdlty  of  Bewton*  "w^tcl---Ver  God"  -  '  — 
In  occaslonclly  to  cletn  and  rei)f-lr  (1),  le  rer^  ^y 
ISiitehead's  more  ccctircite  enrsheuls  on  the  intlriate  cud 
ceaseless  function  of  God  In  the  ereatlve  process.  {^) 
(fievton*8  attccpt  to  accoxmt  for  o.  closer  relatlonohlp 
t^y  re^prdlnf:  the  \7orld  as  God'a  senscrlxun,  trtille  perhaps 
core  plausible,  does  not  saeo  very  prohn."ble>. 

For  the  great  ohurchnen,  God  Is  the  oiiprene, 
even  the  only  ""being".  For  ^Itehead,  God  Is  only  one 
maooe  taany  self-created  entitles  which  linvc  "heoone 
actue.l  Tsy  a  process  of  nratual  interaction.  In  the  opinion 
of  Ati^^stlne  and  Aqulneo,  God  Is  chrnje^less,  perfect, 
all-v/ise,  and  omnipotent,  \7lth  no  shcdow  of  evil  In 
his  experience.  VThltehecd,  re  has  heen  noted,  refuses 
to  attribute  txn^   of  these  characteristics  to  God,  when 
r«gardod  as  fully  actual.  (::^) 

(1)  E.  lioffdlnc,  Llctora-  of       .  ^hilocopl'^  Vol.  I 

Cf.  p,  'lli- 
(£)  Cf.  CheslG   p.  110 
(S)  Cf,  Thesis   p.  51-  ;  p.  64- 


*  ♦ 


.->    ^: 


.9 


i  • 


9? 

Ihltehend's  e     'a  on  God's  0111:) j cotlve  alii  oiid  on 
the  place  of  "eln"  in  the  creative  T^rooesB  of  all  n-cttuil 
entities  seerm  nearer  the  truth  (if  one  v.xrc  not  to  posit 
"Eln"  In  certain  of  the  lowest  forms  of  exletence )  th&n 
the  8tt0geetlon  of     ^n  and  Plotlnns  thrt  there  is  no 
plan  nenlfest  In  the  creative  process. 

In  Whitehead's  thlrikln,?:,  Eer5:eley»s  denial  of  the 
BO-cclled  material  rorld  is  rejected,  not  "by   proving 
the  existence  of  nrtter,  in  the  sense  in  which  Berkeley 
denied  it,  -.ather,  V/hltehead  dloeovera  low  grade 
psychic  entities  (actual  entities)  where  Berkeley 
could  only  find  the  "ideas"  of  high  grade  psychic 
entitles  (huaan  scIvcd).  VVhltehecd,  thorirh  his  position 
nay  be  open  to  o"b;;cction,  at  leact  tries  to  account  for 
the  experienced  autonocy  of  the  external  vrorld  without 
denyinfT  It  hy  e  reduction  to  content  in  the  mind  of  God, 

kVlth  reference  to  Leihnia'e  position,  it  li?  to  he 
noted  that  Villi  teheed  avoids  nany  of  his  nietn.ves. 
Since  actual  entitles  are  not  ouhstanocs,  hlteheod  is 
not  faced  hy  the  prohlem  of  "created  substance o''. 
Relations  hetv/een  cuhstances  are  provided  for  witliout 
trineln^  In  God,  In  ouch  a  way  that  the  nonrida 
apparently  lose  all  individuality.  Lclbnia  una.   tried 
to  escape  from  the  perplexity  of  a  complete  yet 


iX:-" 


•I    .  :  ^2   re 


i>     '•>'•/*"'   '^''•^    - 


i.  f  nrr'    'i".. 


98 

strlvliXT  monRd,-  a  nonarl  vrho  denied  his  crentlvc  r-c  or 
to  other  pocrdD.  In  the  orlnlon  of  T/h^  teherd,  nil 
entltlec  cire  strlviri/^.  Incomplete,  ^..t-  ff.ct  that  God 
as  prlnordlcl  (I.e.  In  so  for  )  1b  not 

Interested  In  prTtlctilar  t  IMlv      ", 

eonetltntcB  e  ftiarther  denlnl  of  the  doctrine  of  Lrc- 
evtcbliah^d  Harooxiy  and  Indlvldtial  Prov^ ' 
Kow  Ckvl      TQ   f  r 

Sconuae  of  ccrtr.ln  functions  vdiich  God  n.lone 
pasfonaa  (vrMoh  iiare  been  noted)  he  rlly  differs 

trcm   other  oxjttial  entltlec.  Some  of  the  nost  etri" 
of  these  differences  mict  nor;  V-e  considered: 

(A)  Ordinary  oxjttirl  entitles  crnnot  r-  -^r  -  ■>  oth 
"orentlvlty"  and  the  3Petention  of  "mit-nol  Inncdlacy". 
Ood  tmst  "be   differently  eonstltrted  ao   ns  to  (or  since 
he  does)  peirform  this  fer»t.  In  his  nattare  the  peat 
never  frAcs.  God's  rhyslcnl  pole  is  non-tGnriorrl, 

The  physicrl  iTrehenslons  of  r.ll  ordinary  actual  entities 
are  temporal  In  the  aeiice  tiirt  they  end\5re  only  for  rn 
epoch,  then  perish  and  lose  their  Innediacy,  In  the 
never  ondine  experience  of  G  od,  there  is  no  loss  of 
content,  once  it  ie  ftcccptcd, 

(B)  It  ic  to  be  noted  that  v;hilo  tl-c  oulijcetive 
aim  of  en  ordinary  actual  entity  undcrcoec  clir.nce   (1); 

(1)  Cf,  ihesis   p.  48 
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God's  aub.lcotlve    -In,   i.e.  his  etc-  '        -— -t  of 

ctcmr.l  o^^ccts  izrJ.  hln  Interesl,  In  1  '    m  rich- 

ness of  life  for  rill  .  "Uii- 

(C)  'i'hcre  ic  another  fundaaeiitcsJ.  probleci:     "iSJX 
actual  entity  has  »poriahcd»  tdien  it  1g  conpletc,''   (1)- 
(It  e::teMe  over  a  United  epoclicO.  diaration  of  tire    ) 
God  has  "the  proi>crty  of  continln^  creative  f 

with  the  retention  of  ratturl  Innodlacy,"   (2)  and  is  t] 
never  corrdete.     Hence  he  i.c.^_      crishes.     It  seers 
rather  diffletat  to  atply  the  eoainon  "act-ual 

entity"  to  thint'X  \v!ilch  differ  bo  tally. 

(D)  Iherc  is  e  further  protlco:     r-lthotu?ih  God  is 
supposed  to  provide  dntcv  for  oh  .'Rectification  Into 
other  act-ar.!  entitieo,  yet  he  never  perishes;  1  , 
according  to  the  usiial  doctrine  of  oh^^cctification, 

be  pen  never  rr-  date  for  otlier  Gctii?-!  entities. 

I'his  is  evident  from  the  fact  tliC--:  ii  cjce  only 

availahlc  after  tic  Intcrnr.l  e::lctence  of  the  actual    entity 
hac  evrporatcd.     (S) 

(E)  Whitehead,  hinself ,  pointe  out  that  "Cod 
differs  fron  other  r/starl  entitles  in  the  fc^st  that 


(1)  A.   U.   V.hitcherd,  _  ll        ?•    1^6 

(2)  Itid     p.    b24 

(r^)    cf.  rbid  p.  rrc 
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::v-ne»o  prlncli2.c,  of  tlie  derivative  '.or  of  con- 

ceptual fccllD^rs,  doce  not  hold  for  hlra,"   (1)     Ihat  la 
to  cay,  God's  prlnordlrl  nfttrtrc  Is  rr-  T  of  f-11 

eternal  otjoctc;  they  c:re  evcrlcwtiiii^xy  pre  cent. 
doeo  not  hnve  to  "grope  al)0tit"  aeeWLr  „  etcrnrl 

©"b^ects,  €J3  lo  tlic  case  with  ordlnrry  ncttir.l  entitles, 

(F)  It   Is  to  \'c  noted,  that  i»hl3e  God»s  prlnordlal 
nature  renclnc  uucru-nt:cd,  his  concc:^t\:£il  nafore  £:ror8 
TTlth  the  sdvr-rtce  of  the  world,     A«  D,  C,  i.toxley  po' 
out,  thi:    ^v,_An  _u  ie  renlniscent  of  the  repudl&ted 
notion  of  '^suDstance",   (2) 

Ihcae  then  ere  sone  of  the  comjiderationc  t/hlch 
lead  one  to  helieve  thet  the  actupJL  entity,  God, 
differs  redlcally  fron  other  "ordinary*'  actxvl 
entities.  In  ccrtfiln  eascntlGl  ohrjractcrlstlcs. 

However,  in  jiietice  to  lOilt^i  pr^fl   (rrr^nted  his 
noEtmptlons)  these  differences  can  still  "be  ex^^rewMd 
in  tcrr'-s  _of  our  ov,ti  eirperlencc  (i.e.   tYr  rlcnce  of 

an  actual  entity),  thoTi^Th  ruch  experiences  p.re  denied 
to  us.     For  crt-pple,  our  knowledge  of  our  epeclovx 
present,  f;lvos  us  on  idee  of  what  an  eternal  specious 
present  v;ct'-ld  "be  Hire,  i.e.  the  continual  retention  of 


(1)  A,  N.  V.-hitche:  ._        T^.   1-^ 

(2)  Cp.   Clt,      p.   .  '   \^j 
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inanedlc.ey  and  cre^tlTe  ^drrncc. 

Finally,    In  ;  11  thlE    • '-t^-'-slon  of  ^^-^  ,  in  ^  Jiy 

consideration,  one  cr^nnot  eriect  n"l)r;olu-l  x*lty  of 

tliOii,::ht.  Clarity  la  attained  only  "by  ell  ion  of 

what  Is  raoro  profoTind  -""''   fnndrjrjental ,     '.?hl teheed 
prefers  the  Platonic  attitude,  \7hlch  i*eco{:5ilses  the 
linl  tat  ions  of  the  intellect,-  to  the  clcr-r  TP.c\ions 
oertciiity  ntt^-lned  "by  the  rc.tlonali:.i.i  ci  ijodlevrl 
BCholaGtleic    , 
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Chr-ptcr     IV 
Some  iRplle-^tlonE  of  v:hlt«h«ad»s 
Sfaeor^^  of  Reality 

There  renrln  ccrtr.ln  Ir.pllcctlons  of  WhltelierA»s 
eomology  Trtiich  require  dlGcuselon  at  Bonewhat  grecter 
len^h  than  was  poscl'ble  In  the  parecedlnr  scotlonc, 
Actup-l  Entitles  Are  Self-Crcr.tivo 

It  rmat  he  emphasised  that  VJhitchend'B  e---'rrnion 
of  the  nafore  of  an  Gctnrl  entity,  strcnses  the  I'aet 
that  Pll  r-ctuPl  entitles  rrc  self -created.     In  f  em- 
ulating this  doctrine,     hlteheca   In  nr^^rrcntly  thlrifc- 
Ing  of  the  wny  in  t?hich  r  self ,   in       ■      -    t  of  exper- 
ience, "builds  u?  the  content  of  It  -    cc  (in  this 
sense  itself)  "by  responding?  in  ccrtrin  vrays  to  the  data 
irhich  It  cllows  to  enter  the  iccuii  of  its  attention.    (1) 
Whatever  the  hasls  of  this  doctriiifi,  \9hitehcad  specif - 
Ically  states  thrt  every  acturtl  entity  is  "causa  sui". 
By  this  he  neans  that  "the  process  of  concrescence  Is 
its  ovm  reason  for  the  decision  in  respect  to  the 
Q.UBlltative  clothinr  of  fcelln.-s."   (O     Herr  "Ctual 
entitles  select  as  dP-ta, -phases  of  other  aot^^^T   p^+m^^s 


(1)  Cf .  A.  H   •   utltelrie«/» ,  o  and  Life     p.  43 

(£)  A.  B.  \ihltehcad,  Ir  .  nd  ::e-JLlty       p.  135 
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and  ctcmcl  objects,-  as  they  oee  fit.     In  thio  sezise 
novel  rxsturl  entitles  ere  "externally  free'  .  Kovrever, 

any  actual  entitr  1e  "lnter^^^ll^'  d- -J'   "by  the 

cub.lectlve  fom  v/ricr.  it  hnc  decided  to  adopt,  (i.e.  It 
la  a  freely  selected  deterrlnctlon). 

A  firrther  point  ^Ith  reference  to  thlt.^  "self- 
mtmBXinG   au^.^ect"  chcraoter  of  actura  enti .  ~-  :ni6t  now 
te   considered.  In  nost  plilloGophictl  discxiaslo:  ,  '  '  'i 
use  the  tern,  the  "su-bject"  is  c^ven  the  place  of  prior 
Inportance.  It  lo  asBtaaed  that  the  '^su'bjeot"  has 
fecllncB  of  various  sorts  (autjective  forms)  and  feels 
various  thin^rs  (dcta).  'j-hls  "substance-attriVite''  fom 
of  thought  is  one  of  the  metaphysical  l>lunderB  which 
Whitehead  dcnoxmccs,  (1)  Conocnvently  we  find  hla 
stctln/r  his  position  in  constn-nt  oppoi;itlon  to  the 
traditional  "sutetance"  thcrrlcr.  ''The  philosophies 
Of  substance  presuppose  c   cut.  ecx  wuich  then  encounters 
a  datun,  ojid  tloen  reacts  to  the  datum.  Sh«  philosophy 
of  orfrcxilsn  prcsuppowoa  a  dattm  which  is  net   vrlth 
feeling,  and  progreeslvcly  attains  the  unity  of  a 
su'D^-ect."  (£)  Shis  same  Idea  Is  expressed  in  ter 
fccllr^:  "The  feeler  is  the  unity  «morfrciit  fron  Its 
CV.1I  fcclin^g;  rjul  feelines  are  the  detr-lls  of  tho 


(1)  Cf.  A,  IJ.  V/hltchead,  iTocess  and  :.e;-..l  '  .     p.viii 
(£)  rbid   p.  i:s4 
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process  Intermediary  ■between  thle  unity  end  1^    ny 
data,"  (1)  It  1b  to  be  noted  thrt  there  Is  nppnrently 
no  Initial  center  of  •fprllv)."  to  etcrt  with.  Sonehow 
"tho  feeler  Is  the  uniti-  e      t   from  Itc      -  i- 
luffB."  (£)   In  cny  case  It  Is  cleGrly  evident  thot 
ISMtehead  woiild  heoi'tlly  agree  with  the  iteallsts  t»ho 
repudiate  the  JZcmtlan  doctrine  vrhloh  holds  that  the 
objective  world  Is  "r.  theoretical  construct  from 
purely  sut elective  crperlenoe,"  (3) 

Wh.ltehead»G  disousaion  of  the  nature  of  r--  ^ 
entitles  presents  a  fiirther  oontr&st  with  other 
theorleo  of  tlie  nature  of  ronllty.  It  hr.s  "been  oIp.Ir- 
ed  thrt  the  ultimate  reality  (or  realities)  Is  tlne''--- 
or  temporr.l,  itorely  or  never  has  It  "been  clained  t'  ot 
a  real  entity  Is  hoth  to;  r oral  pM  non-tcnnoarel,  "Every 
aetual  entity  le  'In  tlr:;e»  so  far  as  Its  -i^--ioul  pole 
Is  oonoeraed  (I.e.  the  data  of  the  physical  prehem 
are  tcnorf 1;  that  Is  to  say, they  rise  and  pe: 
and  is  »out  of  tine*  so  far  as  Its  nental  polo  Is 
concerned,"  (4)  (I.e.  the  data  of  the  mental  prehensions 
are  ctcru^ 1  ohjeots). 
novelty 

.■.  recent  evaluation  c^  whitci.ecul'c  ildlofjcphy  calls 


(1)  A,  Urn   Whitehead,  '-'roccss  and  Kerllty   p.  1^6 

"  rllnln,-^  nine, 
(Z)   Iljld  p.  1?6 
(r)  i-bld  p.  vlll 
(4)  I-bld  p,  300    Bracl-ets  mine. 
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attention  to  what,  on  the  Tree  of  It,  or  era  to  "c  ;. 
rather  atrcnc  orltlclon,  with  reference  to  tlve  prohlen 
ofnovelty^Ci  ^"^^  there   to  no  now  eternrl  otiects,  and 
If  all  Gtornal  ohjcctc,  in  thelp  inultlple  relationships 
are  oonplotely  vlatxallBod  In  the  prlnordlal  nr.ti^re  of 
Cod,— hoT7  cr.r.  there  be  genuine  novelty V  i'herc  lo  c 
furthor  procloms  nif^-t  there  not  "be  en  exact  rcnro- 
ductlon  of  a  conplex  fc^t  (past  event)  In  the  futiure? 
R»Bll!:lrvT  thp-t  t/hltehend  does  not  intend  to  eppoiioe 
soch  a  poeltion.  It--'-   ■  "--"  if  the  problems  noted 
above,  ccn  be  avoided,  if  his  ppcrclser  --r    ■  r   ■        ', 
It  is  to  be  noted  thnt,  even  if  one  c-.  t 

there  Is  a  oonplete  genercl  deteminatlon  of  reletion- 
ship  betT/een  etemnl  ob.lecto,  thnt  doea  not  Inply  thrt 
novcltj'^  is  inpoeslble.  In  fn-ot  euch  a  detominatc 
relationship  is  a  pre-requislte,  if  nere  iindlffcren- 
tlcted  chaos  Is  to  be  avoided,  ATter  all,  eternal 
ob^jectB  do  not  iniiose  their  foms  of  deflniteness 
arbitrarily  on  devoloplnc  eotnal  entities,  lltlnate 
erathority  and  autonorsj-  is  vested  In  t       1  entity; 
but  it  is  a  neccsBory  "condition"  for  orderly 
development  (concrrseence\  thnt  if  one  pcDGibillty  Is 


(1)  Cf.  Hlos  D,  li*  liamet,  :.GOpl^r  of 

Of.  W.  E.  Hoeldng,        ;^n^  of  the  >^i>^^- 

iniei"  •.*csa  of 
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Botualizcd  (one  form  of  dcflnlteneca  asomwd  "by  &n 
aotuol  entity),  thct  other  po88l"bllltle8  will  tc  opened 
«p  as  rclevojit  or  <.     ed  as  inconpati"blc .   i  u>e  each 
aetiial  entity  (or  group  of  actual  entities)  is  in  a 
sense  absolutely  unique,  it  ie  quite  inpoositle  that 
may   historic  situation  could  "be  exactly  reproduced, 
Sach  actual  entity  is  influenced  hy  its  environnent. 
In  a  hundred  years  (let  us  say)  the  environnent  has 
•haa^d.  An  nctu"!  entity  in  1957  cnnnot  possibly 
reproduce  the  er^e^t  character  of  rn  actual  entity  of 
18.'^7. 
ghe  -  .ure  of_      iuntitles 

I'here  is  t.-.^  .  _  _-^x  that  aetucl  entities  are 
the  onlj-  real  thingrs  in  the  \mlverae;  ^et  rya  actual 
entity  ''is  alwsys  in  the  process  of  ■becoming  and 
perishincr  and  never  really  is."  (1)  In  other  words, 
an  actual  eiitity  is  either  constituting  itself  by 
taking  in  data,  and  is  tirus  not  vet  a  complete  or 
detemined  actual  cntlt:  ; — or  having:  reached  its  final 
and  conplete  form  It  innedirtely  dies  (i.e.  the  glow 
of  its  subjective  lanediaoy  oecmes)  rnd  a  ^^h-se  of  it 
passes  into  a  new  occasion  of  experience.  For  exanile, 
Ey  present  nonent  of  experience  is  not  yet  complete; 


(1)  A.  IT.  Whitehead,  Itcccsg  ;\ud    .  .  .  Ji       P«  ^'-■^ 
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yet  as  I  \^ltc  cboiit  it.   It  posses  on  Into  a  new 
experience,  cuid  is  present,  not  In  all  its  vivid 

iar.ediacy  "but  with  some  iTootore  ellnl: ,     In  this 

sexiae  an  actiial  entity  is  not  an  cndtiring  entity.     It 
is  eitlier  cominf:  or  ^TOin^, 

It  hcG  'been  evident,  fror.  ..liitehead's  c-rpositlon 
of  the  dcvelopnent  of  en  :-ctuul  entity,   tint   it  requires 
e  dxtration  or  epoch  to  effect   its  concrescence.     Ihe 
©•If-crcrtion  of  £in  lictuc;!  entity  is  not  Instantaneoiis . 
The  Ke^:  ..Lon  of  the  Patorc   to  the  Present 

whitehead  helieves  timt  tiie  "Ihilosophy  of  err 
BQst  have  a  specific  doctrine  which  deals  with  the 
relation  of  the  present  iranediate  fact  to  tliC  f utiire .  ( 1) 
Ihis  is  succinctly  stated  in  rs  of  Ideas  {I): 

"It  is  now  poesihle  to  detemlne  t  x;e  in  which  the 

fnt-ure  is  iaaaanent  in  the  present.     Ihe  future  is 
iaMaoent  In  the  present  "by  reason  of  tliC  faot  that  the 
present  "beaiTB  in  its  own  essence  ti.c  relation^^hips 
which  it  will  have  to  the  ftiturc.     It  t'-rrety  inclr-des 
in  its  esnence  the  necessities  to  wiilc^  xlus  future  nnxst 
conforr.1.     'xhe  future  is  there  in  the  present,  as  & 
general  frxst  "belonging  to  the  natxire  of  things.     It 


1)  A,  D    ,   'liliitelietul,  ^^  ■   of  Ideac        p.   '^l 

[Z)   Ihid       p.    E50-1 
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l8  dIgo  there  T;lth  such  ^neral  deterrilnr tlonc  as  It 
lies  In  t^.         -  I'c  of  the  partlculrr  t  to 

on  th«  pcxticulrr  future  whlc'    ' "   't.     All 

thle  'bclonfre  to  tlie  esocnce  of  the  present,  end 
eonatitntes  the  fntiire,  'g  thus  dctemlned ,  an  o'bjeot 
for  prehenelon  in  t^  -   '"^"b'lectlve  inwedlacy  "-^  t' '- 
present.     In  this  r/ny  cnch  present  occa-lon  yreLe.^s 
the  ccnerc.l  r.'  ;  sion.1  ch-rr.oter  of  the  Universe, 

&nd  thereTiy  It  prebends  its  own  shcre  In  thnt  character. 
Thus  the  ftitwrc  is  to  the  preoent  e-u  an  oh^ect  for  o 
B-ab,3ect.     It  hfio  an  oTj^cctivc  existence  In  the  vTescr.t, 
But  the  o"b;;ective  c:>tistenoe  of  the  fattirc  in  the  prcoent 
differs  from  the  oh.iective  existence  of  the  past  in  the 
present .     The  vnrlors  pprticiilar  occrslons  of  the 
past  ri'c  in  erietenoc,   rnd  -re   ceTcrrllr  -^v-ntionlnr 
ns  clj^ects  for  prehension  in  xr(      -      -    :.     xhis 
Individnnl  oTj^ective  eristeiice  of  the  p.ctnrl    oecr.^.lone 
of  the  pr'.t,   crch  fi-ret loniivr  in  er.ch  present  occasion, 
•MurtitTites  tuc  1  relt  tionehip  v/hlch  is  efficient 

eatttation.     Lnt  there  svrc  no  Bcturl  ocoftsions  In  the 
fntiire,  nlrepdy  constituted,     Thus  there  ore  no  Exotual 
oocriBionB  in  the  future,  to  crcrciso  efficient 
causation  in  the  present •     i^h&t  is  ©"b^ective  in  the 
jfTf^^vt  in  thft  ncccrrltv  of  r.  fx^trvrc   of  rctiial 
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occasions,  and  the  necesslt;  l   t?»«Be  "^ 

ooaforu  to  V.-c  oorlitlonc  1  of  the 

prosttit  occasion,      .li  e   ^' *•  ^^  -i-ir"-   -^   to  tl-c   i.^.cnce   of 
present  f&ot,  and  hn;  no  ciotu.  llty  ©tier  thrn  the 
actn-.llty  of  present  feet.     But  its  pr.rtlc-alsjp  relation- 
ships to  present  fact  are  e.lreadj'  realized  In  the 
nature  of  present  fact."    (1) 
The  Use  of  !ierr.g  c  nd  >.ytent  of  l^Lno^ 

For  oxniinary  purposes,  tl.e  terns:  Lltj-", 

"cTent"  and  "occasion"  are 

Hewerer,  the  tern  "occasion"  is  never  r.pplled  to  God. 
In  later  TTrltl'^'^  "T-ltehcf.  terAr  to  'asc  the  tena  "event" 
for  a  "nesnis"  or  c:t  entitles.   (D 

tchead  "believes  that  a  finite  hnn-^n  Intellect 
cannot  erpcet  tc  h'nre  conrlete  "JnaowT cd^  of  any  rici. 
»3Btit:  ,  "  -—   the  Intricate  interconnections  of 

eeteh  r.ctual  entity  .  ose  interconnections  constitute 

facts  which  isust  "be  laiown  if  a  full  IcnoT/ledge  of  the 
nature  and  function  of  an  actual  entity  is  to  "be 
attc-lned.     It  is  to  he  noted  that  this  doctrine  doe* 
net  mean  that  in  order  to  Taaow  a  tliine^t/e  nust  loiow 
all  ahout  its  nost  temious  effects  and  Ir.plicatlons, 


(1)  Conclusion  of  (2)   '^'^.T  1'^,  Thesfs 
(£)  Cf,  A.  IT.  V:Tiltehead.  ^rrccss  and  P.ef^lity     p.   31^-''-; 
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'Xhere  is  such  c  thln^;  ?  a  finite  tmth. 


The  crr.ot   Inpllcrtlor.  of  ""i-Atc .  l      'u    -aae  of  tbt 
concept  "creativity  en  ui.e  snibject  of  much 

dicciisslon.  I'b  doctrine  at  thle  point  r.fiy, 

for  the  purpcncs  of  this  thesis,  be  expotmded  bj 
of  p.  crltlcr-1  evaliiation  of  the  recent  e^poBltion 
presented  "by  P,  Eidney.   (1)     In  I3idney*B  opinion, 
V.liiteliead  '•belicTCs  thct  sorae  such  exitlty  as  process, 
ohan^,  or  beconlnr  '•-  -^'^  "'tlnote  rr-'''^"  which 
oervcfn  ns  the  bond  of  reifcxion  betv/een  the  varlotiB 
events  or  occr.elonr,  rrhlch  cnerf«  in  t'  t}.e 

cosmic  :-»rccese.''   (£)     This  Interpretation.  ..u..    s  to  be 
based  chief Ij'  on  a  ptx:  in  Zc_'  .3 

i.'orld ;     "In  the  enr-loey  rrith  Z^^pinosa,  his  one  at  '?e 

is  for  E^e  the  one  undcrlyi:  ivity  of  rcrlisr.tion 

Individiialltilnc  it  tie  If  in  rji  iuterlocked  plurt-lity  of 
modes,     '^^.us,  concrete  fact  Is  proccee.     Its  prlnary 
acsJl^Bis  is  into  underlying  activity  of  ijj^henclon, 
and  into  realized  prchenslve  events,"   (3)     Bldncy  clso 
refers  to  the  stntencnt  in  Iroccsc  riid  r.e- lity;     "The 
phlloeorhy  of  or/r^nlsn  is  closely  allied  to  -.  »8 


(1)  D,  Eldney,   "Tlie  2  ozc.  r.iid 

-  er     Ivri; 
(£)   Ibid     p.    503 
(3)  i.,   T,  Vliltehcrxl,  3olenee  gnd  the  .'  odeim  Vorld     p,  87 
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sohcre  of  thot^Tht.     But  It  differs  "by  the  a"bGndoiir.cnt 

of  the  otib^cct-predlccte  form  of  t.  . .  _   t 

norpholoricRl  description  is  roiiiaced  "by  desorlr'tion 
of  dynamic  proccGc,"   (1) 

It   la  true  that  rn  g— "-Ir'"  ^on  of  the  ti70  pne, 
which  P.irlncy  rentJo::::,   air  eutcd  to  lePd  one  to 

Bii-pose   that  \Vhitcherd  v;r.c   cr-^cuslnfr  Ictlc 

iionls^.     r!rrrT<-r,  reference  to  :  tenents, 

chief J^-  in  ..roccDs  end  lie-nlity  and  AdvcrtiircG  of  Ideas. 
as  well  ao  an  c:  tion  of  the  rneneral  tendency  of  his 

vork-  scer;S  to  indicr>te  the  ftllaciousncsc  of  this 
interpretation. 

In  Ii'occGr.  r^id  Rcr.lity.  d,  dlBcusoln^  the 

"Cate^ry  of  the  Dltlnatc",  refers  to  "creativity"  as 
"the  nnlvcrsel  of  iiniversals  chnractcrisine  ultir^rte 
matter  of  fact."  (2)     ShxiB  in  "broadly  iletonic 
languasc,  "creativity"   is  on  "idea"  (essence  or  form) 
which  is  exemplified  (prerr-t>   in  r-tterc   of  1-ct 
(I.e.  particular  actiJi;!  ent;'-icL).     ■Jonvcz-ccl^-,  Xue 
ez^ative  process,  where'by  one  actual  entity  epproprialrs 
data  provided  "by  other  rctr^l  entitles,   rnd  so  con- 
stitutes itself , -is  EJ2  exciaplification  c^.     v..e  "idea"- 


(1)  -'..  u.  ^.Tliitciioad,  ^rocccw  c^d  ;:c-lily     p.   10 
(£)  It>id     p.   ?1 
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21int  creativity  (  ,  pGoer-TB  or  activity)   la 

not  "one  fi.  -  of  which  all  thlnfro  are 

:.iodc8"   (l)/x::).   iB  iruiioatod  l)y  rel'.-v o  .-^v^-    -     ■ . 


of   Ide&o;        ovcnt.  viewed  in  ito  separate  Indivld- 

■oalit;-.  Is  a  : ?een  two  Ideal  i  ,  » 

Its  cr— """  -^-^    ■'n  their  i-^-  •  t   disJianctiVL  ity 

prscin^  into  srjne  cor.  onents  in  their  co.iyretc 

to  -leac there  la  .J2  *"  *^«^  iinlverse 

other  thf>ji  instr-nces  of  this  v^     ..■     (i.e.  &otTi&l 
entitles)  fxd  corpooMito  of  these  l   -"    -'?es."   (?)     In 
short,  the-  no  erect ivity  apart  fron  ciotwil 

entitles,     Crct.lrlty  is  a  -prooess  of  i;itercctlon 
(paonagft?  ^©tweeo.  pt^   conctitiitive  of  acturJ.  entiticB, 
"The  creativity  is  not  an  c:cter:ial  agency  with  its  ovm 
"Ulterior  -^-r--oc.cc.     .'11  actxtt^l  entitiec  ohrj^e  with  God 
thic  ritiuic  of  cclf-ccnsation."  (^) 


(1)  Cf.  Sidney  o^,   cit.  (t.  11'^  (1^^  '^.  ^83 

(£)  It  i£^  inter     •  to  find  other  ivr 

tlir        --    ----    ■              ■     -  *     ""or  er^  -  .    .    -    .        •. 

>                                                            us.  .      .       -et  Gtrtes: 


I.: 


"vity" 


tl,    ^  c   V.  .......  -^.-—  -  o'^'Jects 

ila^'-            ■  ^and^Tjaarticnir-r  ^,   ercrre. 

(Il.?..uar  ^  .,.^..-i^  of  Creation 

p.    150,      \,--. 

(2)  p.  SOS  and  under lin 

(4)  A,  IT.  whlvc-ci-^,  ^Toceas  cjoA  .  c   xl 
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ced,  tl.is  feet  io  iMlcr-tcd  In  one  of  the 
quot&tiona  on  v/hlch  Pldney  pieces  -ht.   "R-rlnosp'a 

•raodea*  now  "be cone  tic    •' ■  -^-^-'-jialltlee fut  i;,uib 

of  them  does  not   lead  vas  to  eny  '<"   rf  re:  1- 

It^'^."   (1)     Thle  ct"tcrx?nt  ••  In  {^Inrlnc  contrast 

to  Bidney*B  Intcr'^rotr.tlon      '*     ■iltebend^D  position: 
"Ke  'bellcveB  that  none  crveh  entity  &e  proccr-  ,  c'..'.zco 
or  "beconijv::  Is  the  nltirjatc  r  ."   (£)     Ac  r  nottcr  of 

fact,  Bldney  in  exroiindln^  I'Tilteherii'p  -"^^^tlon,  crnnot 
legltinatoly  f.pr-l^'  the  tern  "entity''  tc  'iroc      '  . 
"The  ^nerel  f.ctlvity  Is  not  on  entity  in  the  sense  in 
vrhich  oocaclc^^.c  v:zt  ctcrnr.l  o'^^cctc  rvc  ciitltlcr."   (r) 
"Apert  froE  the   c::peric:icc  oi   i^oic^ccxc   (  L  entities) 

there  iv  ncthliitT,  ncthln^r,  ^ore  nothln{-ncsc.*""   i^) 

It  1e  further  clenr  thrt  'T^.lteherd  dees  ;  tend 

to  posit  DOBM»  underl^'ln^  Lvi.i\  to  acccvx-t  icr 

"the  "bond  of  relctlon  hetv/een  vnrioufs  evertn."   (5)     H« 
Btetec:     ''the  process,   or  concrescrrce »   of  pny  one 
cctucl  entity  iirvolvc  s  the  other  acttinl  entities  rnon^ 
Its  coirpocents.     In  thJLe  wey  the  oTrvlotis  solldcrlty  of 
the  world  receives  Its  explr.natlon,"   (6) 

(1)   A.   If,   \{hi\  ,  p.    10 


(£)  Cf.  Mdney     op.  cit.   (p.   110  (£)) 

(3)  A,  IT,    ..hltchead,   -oiGnce  tiiid  tl  1     v,liO 

(4)  Ihid   (1)      p.    254  ^ 
Brackets  mine, 

(n)  itiu    (2) 

(G)    Ihid      (1) 
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It  ney  T)C  said  with  reference  to  this  attccpted 
correction  of  3:idiiey»s  InterpretP-ticn  of  ulaltehend'a 
position;  /rranted  that  there  r.re  passage  In  his 
(Whltcheafi'n)  •'or'krB  which  support  the  view  that 
"ercetivlty"  lo  not  an  entity  or  an  ultimate  8uT3stret«, 
how  can  one  deal  rrlth  the  pessa^ses  which  Sidney  has 
(TQOted?  There  are,  for  exnnt-nle.  the  follcvflng;:   "In 
the  rnaloey  with  Spinoza,  his  one  suhstance  Is  for  ne 
the  one  underlying  activity  of  reallsr.tlon.  Individ- 
Uftllslnf  Itself  In  an  Interloclced  plurality  o-r 

-Each  event  Is  nn  Individual  matter  of  fuct 

Issuing  fron  en  Indlvlduallsatlon  of  the  suhetrate 
activity.''  (1)  iliere  Is  also  the  statcnent:   "2he 
philosophy  of  orf^enlsn  Is  closely  allied  to  uplnoza's 
scheTne  of  thourht."  (S^) 

Indeed,  It  eeer^a   that  If  these  are  to  "be  t  'en 
literally,  and  as  quoted,  they  Inply  thrt  '•creativity' 
Is  to  he  re.'^-rded  as  e-n  "ultlnrte  suhstrete'   It 
would  appear,  then,  that  v;h.ltcher.d  thln3cE  of  "creativity" 
In  tvfo  distinct  end  contrtiry  senses.  Tlo^rever,  I  "believe 
that  this  conclusion  odd  "be  denied  on  the  t-  sis  of  a 
more  cpjcful  exaaination  of  the  pe^sr^cc  In  c\xci;tlon. 


(1)  A.  H.  -.•hlteherd,  ^^  p.87-8 

(iL)   A,  H,  ..hltehcE^,  ^r,  :  ■ 
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In  .lTocc  Mt:^   th©  protlcn  of  creativity 

lo  discTiBucd  In  a  nore  thoro"uclV"olnc  faul.lon,  than  in 
Science  and  the  Kodem  V.'orld..     I   shall  refer  to  the 
possQ^  quoted  fron  the  fomer,  flrot.     Whitehead  is 
dlscusalrvT  the  "Incoherence"  which  certrin  Tihilononhlea 
nonifest.     That  of  I>c8crirtes,  who  r>08ltB  tv/o  (T^erhcpa 
three)  8til)8tanoes  v/hen  'by  definition  there  c&n  ■*  r  -•  "^^ 
one,   is  cited  as  an  cxrnple,     V.hiteliend  notco,  v/ltb 
approval,  L.pinoza»o  reference  to  One  l;u"b8tanoe  only. 
Like  Spinoza,   irniteheud  posits  only  one  aort  of 
metaphysioal  entity;  "but  tids  is  as  f  rr  as  the  sir.il^ . 
rity  ^ocs.  The  one  real  uubstancc,   of  i^pinoza,   is 
replaced,   in  the  thought  of  V;hitehcad,  "by  many,  real, 
dynoEiic  acttif-l  entities  (each  of  v/hich  crenplifies  the 
universal  of  universale,   'creativity").     "The   »Q0deG» 
now  become  the  sheer  actur.lities— -analysis  of  then 
does  not  lead  uc  to  the  discovery  of  rny  hi^:' 
of  reality."   (1) 

V/ith  this,  and  the  '^recedln/:  discussion  in  mind, 
I  think  that  it  is  possicle  xc  fprt.i-v  the  :  c   nlti^  of  the 
dcTsctahle  passage  in  Lcience  and  the  J  odern  ..orld.  For 
Spinoza,  the  ultimate  real  is  the  one  ^utstance,  God, 


(1)  A.  H.  Whitehead,  Ircccs^  rjid  Ke-'  lit:/       p.   1^ 
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For  i.liiteheed,  the  tatimate  real  thln^js  are  actual 
entitles.  V/hen  Viliite'        ^cs  of  "each  event  as  an 
individuol  ntitter  of  fact  i^rlsln^  from  an  Indivldti&l- 
Isetion  of  the  Bul)8trBtc  activity"  (1)  (creativity)  and 
states  that  erertlvlty  is  a  "character  vhlch  underlies 
all  occasion"  (£),  he  apparently  laeans  that  the  universal 
(essence,  principle)  "creativity"  Is  exemplified 
(manifest,  pret:ent)  In  particular  actual  entities  (I.e. 
In  the  process  wherety  actual  entitles  ixe   objectified 
In  each  other,  in  the  act  of  self-creation). 

iaiother  apparently  troubleeonie  phrase rcicrrln^ 

to  all  actual  entities  as  "the  ultimate  creatures 
derivative  from  the  creative  process"  (S),  on  excninrtion 
is  seen  to  inplj'  wTiiteheoA's  "basic  doctrine  thet  actual 
entities  cxe  "causr  sui".  IThat  Is  to  say,  the  creative 
process  referred  to  is  the  process  by  which  an  actual 
entity  creates  itself. 

Unfortunately  Bidney  (4)  and  iilss  i^mrict  seen  to 

think  that  "creativity produces  as  a  primordial  fact 

on  ordering  of  possihlllties."  (13)  In  Justice  to  Hiss 
iSmr.et  it  must  be  noted  that  she  is  not  entirely  satis- 
fied with  this  explanation.  c.he  wonders  if  the 


(1)  A,  H,      -ead,  science  raid  the   lodcrn  './orld  p. 87 
(:.)  Ibid   .  .  .  T 

(3)  xl.  II.  ^.Tiitchead,  Iroccos  rjid  .Ic-iMlty    p.  1£4 

Underlining  nine, 

{4)  cp.  clt.  (  P. 11^  d )) 

(5)  Itlss  D,  ::.  Irs^ct,  va:itc^cr^;s  :hilOi^o-lw   of  Cr-  nii^m 

p.   «?.5E;   116     Undcriminr  mine. 
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distinction  tctvrcen  creativity  and  Its  crectiircB  nay  not 
"be  a  logrlcnl  one.  iihc  conoldera  the  pcBsitlllty  tirt 
"creativity  r.nii  the  Prlncrdlal  liature  of  God  are 
eoqplmentar^'  ^ides  of  th«  saaw  thirty."  (1)  Hov/ever,  In 
any  cr.ijc,  :.los  iinnet  apparently  nlsses  the  point  t 
"creativity"  as  euch,  le  not  c.  distinct  entity,  "but 
rather  le  a  chamcterlBtlo  (eternrOL  otject)  cxenpllfled 
In  all  actual  entitles.  Apart  fron  acturl  entitlcB 
there  Is  no  ccttir.1  creativity.  Actucl  entitles  ere 
ereaturee  of  creativity  only  In  the  sense  thnt  they 
create  thonselvee  by  Belf-crertlve  action, 

This  dlscTisslon  should  serve  to  clcrlfy  the 
protlens  presented  to  D.  C.  "'"o-^ley   (^)  "by  the  relation- 
ship of  "creativity"  to  God.  I.oxley  iujIco:  ho\7  can 
Whitehead  couBlstently  say  that:   (A)  "creativity"  1p- 
a  universal  (eternal  oViJect);  (B)  apart  fron  God  any 
eternal  ohjcct  is  " indict IntTulishahlc  fron  non-entit;," ; 
yet  (C)  God  is  a  creature  of  creativity,  'ihese  apparent 
peradozes  can  "be  solved  "bj  hearing  in  mind  the  fret 
that  the  tera  "cpeatlvity"  is  applied  to  ' crccxivixy 
aa  essence"  (in  this  sense  orectlvity  is  the  unlvcrsrl 
of  universals)  and  to  "creativity"  as  exemplified  in 

(1)  i:ls8  D,   1.:,  I.'^-:et,  of  Lrr.   nlLO 

(2)  D,   C,  Moxley,  iToceedin^-s  of  the  -  rlstotellm  .society 
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the  Balf-cror.tlve       s  of  an  octur.l  entity.  The 
phraae  which  refers  to  God  e.o  a  "eret  txsrc  of  creativity" 
Is  iislnc  the  tern  "cren-tlvltv"  In  this  seoond  sense. 
i'hGt  is  to  Bay,  God  ia  uic  ore  attire"  or  outcome  of  his 
ovm  self-directed  proccoo  of  self-creation, 

'.c  find  StPlUcneoht  rnrestllng  \7lth  tiu    e  pro"blen. 
Ke  c■&a^e8:   "God  io  not  creativity.  He  Is  the  "unity  of 
•uncreated  value,  innanent  in  creativity."  (1)  Utrictly 
speaMnf?,  ;d  to  sp.y  that  God  is  as  nuoh 

"creativity"  as  any  ether  actual  entity.  In  other  words. 
In  his  oelf-crective  activity  God  exemplifies  the  eternal 
oh^ect  "creativity"  as  isach  as  any  other  actual  entity. 
Also,  it  should  ho  realised  that  God  cannot  be 
adequately  deBi£pao.tcd  as  "a  unity  of  uncreated  value". 
Such  a  view  of  God  dlsre^cj^is  his  consequeiit  nature 
entirely. 

aoaclcy  calls  attention  to  the  prohlens  created  "by 
Ihitchead's  conpnxloon  of  "creativity"  and  Aristotelian 
natter.  ('  )  ("Creativity  is  rjaotlier  rendering  of 
Aristotelioji  matter."  (o))  That  crertivity  Is  not  to 
"be   thou^-it  of  as  a  paaelvely  receptive  auhatratura,  is 
explicitly  indicated  "by  .hiteheadi   "It  (creativity) 


(1)  II,  P.  Stallknccht,  _     s  In  phy  of 

(£)  Cf.  lloxley,  op.  cit.  (p.  117  (:))  p.  169 
(r5)  A.  II.  Whitehead,  iroccss  mid  ^^eality  p.  46 
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Id  dlveotod  of  the  notion  of  pensive  receptivity,  either 
of  »forn*,  or  of  crtcrnnl  relations."  (1)  'xhe  only  point 
they  have  In  eonnon  1b  the  /"ftneral  characteristic  thct 
each  Is  without  choroctcr  of  ItB  ovm  In  the  concrete 
sense.  In  other  vrords,  as  on  ccBencc  or  etcrnfil  ©"bject, 
"crertlvlty"  h^-r.  r   distinct  nernlnr;  "^^it  this  eBsence 
lico,  of  coTirije,  no  pfrtlciilcr  concrete  cl.'recter  imtll 
It  Is  actur lined  In  cor.e  actual  entity  or  otlicr.  In 
this  scnce  It  Is  "without  a  chrracter  of  its  own". 

A  fnrtlier  confusion  Is  llTccly  to  arise  unless  one 
notes  carefully,  another  sll,^htly  different  usa^  of 
the  temj^crcatlvlty''.  Vihltehead  sonetlr  es  refeirs  to 
"Crod  and  the  actual  v/orld  Jointly  coiistitutlne  the 
charr.ctcr  of  creativity  for  the  Inltlrl  :ihn.ne  of  the 
novel  concrescence."  (S)  By  "character  of  crer.tlvlty'' , 
In  this  cnoe,  ..'hiteherc'  "'^-•^"cntly  means  thnt  God  and 
the  actual  v7orld  provide  tl  c  ^^^  which  Pre  used  In  the 
concrete  rrocess  of  self -creativity  "by  which  a  new 
actual  entity  arises.  In  a  short  discussion  of 
creativity  In  Mventv-res  of  Ideas,  he  states:  "this 
f«M>tor  of  activity  (the  actual  world  relative  to  that 
»nevr'  occaclon)  Is  v/hat  I  hrve  cilled  'crertlvlty' ,"(^  > 

(1)  A.  U,  V.liltehcad,  _^  .>.ellty   p.  46 

(2)  Ihld  p.  374     \  .10. 

(S)  A.  R,   Uliltehetid,  ^  .    _  .       .  3  or  Idccs       p,£30 
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E«T*  •csln,  drta  tised  In  the  erectile         <  nss  ore 
called  "creativity". 

The   rrotlens  relntlrr-  to  t'     porel  origin  of  the 
tmlvcrsc  ejsA.   the  relative  In  erf  r.ce  of  the  TRrlous 
"belnj-^  and  thln^  which  appear  In  it,  have  provided 
the  "basis  r^or  nraoh  cosfflolofrlc- 1  dIscTiSslon.    IteherT' 
approach  i.   '^-  "  'n^ly  sound .  T^coiiy.^   his  poeltlon  on 
en  cppeal  to  the  experience  of  nen,   and  refits In^  to 
ladul^  ia  flights  of  ffsncy,  "beyond  the  limits  of 
experience,  .vhit-"-!  ctatec  that  there  1b  no  sense  In 
tGl>in,r;  c.T)Out  the  temporal  tefrliuilne  of  the  -unlvcrBe. 
He  hclievcG  that  netrphyclclP-ns  Dhoiild  concentrr-te  on 
the  entltlee,  f rotors  and  processec  nt  T^reeent  operative 
in  the  T'orld  nnd  forfrct  evento  which  "by   their  nrtvre 
are  heyond  oiir  posslhlc  experience  nnd  tmderstRndlnc. 
As  he  rptly  erpreeses  It:   "Ihere  was  no  "first  day"(l) 
of  crcPtlon.*   The  sclf-crer-tlve  process  of  actti&l 
entitles  Is  now  (roirifr  on,  and  will  pro'br'bly  continue  to 
do  oo  in  the  fi:t\ire. 

In  Whitehead's  opinion,  iii.-   iar  as  we  Icnov:, — the 
netr.pI-^VGlcrl  situation  hc.G  alvre-.vE  lieen  as  it  is  now: 
actual  entitles.  Including  fiod  (rlth  "both  primordial  and 
conscq.iient  natiires)  and  eternal  oh^ects,  interacting 


(1)  A,  i;  .  '..lalteheod  in  conversr.tion. 
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CT<  l^   In  the  -nroceos  whepeTsy  nev    -  i  entitles 

arlnc  throwrli  their  own  self -creation, 

Ty.a   fret  that  G-oi's  c  crt   nrturc  is  r.entloned 

last  In  -roccss  and  Re?.litL  .  -u^  i.  iiot  nean  that  fop  a 
l»Dg  time  God»s  prlnordlr.l  nature  was  deprived  of  his 
eonsequent  natvire  and  that  It  only  arose  after  cctucl 
entities  crerted  theraeelves.  All  these  factors  are  not 
temporal  enercents  tut  dlatlncrulshatle  phases  which  are 
ever  prenent, 

Wliltehead  also  hondles  the  problem  r-.r   +'  r»  -nrlorlty 
of  "beln^"  or  "thlnj^"  or  "persons"  In  a  unlcue  way. 
Instearl  of  followln^pr  the  coranon  exist  on  of  re^rdln^ 
God  as  pre-eminently  real,  rn<l  nr   other  nctn^l  entitles 
(thlngrs  or  persons)  as  the  ci'£C'i.lon  of  his  v;lll  or 
Intellect,  en;5oyln^  lesser  reality.  If  cny  at  all,- 
Whltehead  freqtiently  ctrrrses  the  fact  that  Ck>d  and  the 
other  actual  entitles  are  nutut-lly  compltaentary. 
Without  each  other,  thoy  are  not  thcnselves;  nor  (as 
has  teen  noted)  does  God  coiofer  reality  on  pny  r,otnal 
entity.  Each  actual  entity  la  its  ovm   self-creative 
agent,  God  provldec  data  for  any  actual  entity  nnd  any 
actual  entity  provides  data  for  Cod.  God»B  only  claln 
to  primacy  lies  In  his  function  of  -'•— ^"inff  for  the 
relevance  of  eternal  o"b;3ectr:,  Thus  God  is  "broucrl.t  to 
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the  Bcre  level,     :.  rtncllty  or  rer.llty  Is  con- 

cerned,  cs  rjij,'  other  aotucl  entity. 
denlea  the  olaln  of  Au/rviatlne  cuafl.  Anuln.-  t  the 

more   Important  la  the  nore  real  or  n.otun.1, 

i'hls  discussion  nlao  tlirov/D  IL-^^ht  on  another 
protlen  raised  In  a  recent  criticism  "by  Eldney.     It  Is 
the  nueatlon  an  to  the  relation  Tsetr/een  "r>otcntlQllty" 
and  "actnnlitv''.     In  Sidney's  opinion,  Vililtehead,   llVe 
Berrson  and  Alexander,    starts  vrlth  rji  "iiltlnrtc   sn'b- 
strate   (v/hlch^   ^-^   indeterminate  potentiality  or  feel- 
ing lackln/^  any  natxiral   powers  and  characteristics,"   (1) 
and  Is  faced  with  the  proTslen  of  accour.  or  the 

origin  of  chan^  and  the  differertirtlon  into  finite 
nodes  •     I'Le  utter  fallccy  of  thia  liixcrpretation  will 
"be  evident  "by  reference  to  the  preceding  prra^rrr  •:.. 
It  is  "based  on  Bldney's  mistaken  notion  that  "creativity" 
Is  a  sul)strate  from  which  tempozrally  ernerre,-  G^d's 
prlnordial  natvxe,  other  actiial  entities  and  finally 
God's  eorxiectient  nature. 

In  addition,  IVhitehead's  cr.phaciB  on  tl x ' oja+ r "< '- ^1 - 
cal  principle'  shows  mo  't  nnr.lstP>a"bly  thnt  there   If  no 
potentiality  apart  from  aotaiallty,      "Every  condition  to 


(1)   Cf.  Eldney     op.clt.    (p.   110   (1))      p.   5C7 
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which  the  r  ceue  of  beoorainc  confoms  in  any  portictilcr 
Instance,  bno  reason       in  the  character  of  sone 
aettinl  entity  in  the  actual  world  of  that  concreseence, 
or  in  the  character  of  the  subject  which  le  In  proeees 
of  coiioresoence."  (1) 

For  iVhiteueod,  "potentiality"  is  not  nn  "indetem- 
at«  flTJX   of  feellnc".  It  is  both:  "(a)  the  Venerrl* 
potentiality,  which  is  the  "bTindlc  of  pocaihllitiec, 
mutually  conuistent  or  alternative,  provided  "by  the 
multiplicity  of  ctern£;l  objects,  and  (b)  the  'reel* 
potentiality  which  is  conditioned  by  the  aaia.  provided 
T3y  the  actual  world."  (£) 
Parpoae    Design 

With  referexice  to  the  prauence  of  "piurpoce"  or 
"de8i{rn"  in  the  "universe,  'cThitehead  states  thft  it  la 
the  suprer.e  tasX  of  the  creative  process  (r-s  it  nianlfests 
Itself  in  actual  entities)  to  tranefoann  "dis;)ointed 
miatipliclty,  with  its  diversities  in  opposition. 
Into  concresoent  unity,  with  its  diversities  in  con- 
traet*"  (S)  There  is  a  slsiilor  reference  to  "the 
conplete  adjustment  of  the  imraediooy  of  Joy  and  suffer- 
ing" (4)  as  being  the  final  end  of  creation.  The   same 
point  is  made  by  Whitehead  In  discussing  the  subjective 


(1)  A.  n,  Yi"hitehead,  ^rocess  and  locality 
(?)  Ibid  p.  102     Underlining  nine. 


p.  :^6 


(?)   Ibid     p.   r.28 
(4)   Ibid     p.    y7>n 
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cln  ot   Cod.  It  iG  of  coTiPoe  eTldent  th^t  God  hlnoelf 
has  no  aT>30l-ute  power  to  "brln/r  thli     odc  to  final 
r«alli!P-tion,  c:coe7t  In  his  mm   eTT>erlence,  Outside  of 
Ood's  irjr.cdiP.te  life,  the  "bp.ttlc  rcroiJ.  ihe  warrlnr 
factions  of  cctital  entitles  flf^t  on.  There  Ic  no 
per.cc  for  an  cct-oal  entity  until  the  fic^t  1b  over, 
pee4se  In  the  everlasting  experience  of  God,  Cnce 
a«aln  It  nTm>t  "be  noted  that  each  actual  entity  Is  Its 
own  final  cause.  "The  •su'b^ectlve  aln»  at  »BatiDfactlon* 
oonstltutee  the  final  cauoe,  or  lure,  whereby  there  la 
detemlnrte  concrescence."  (1) 

It  Is  therefore  evident  that  Whitehead's  phll 
does  not  support  the  traditional  postulate  that  there 
is  an  ultlnif^tc  structure  or  order  manifest  In  all 
cTcpcrlencc,  v;hlch  Is  the  result  of  God's  purnoslTS 
agency  In  pronotlnff  an  r 31- inclusive  and  flnrl  end, 
The  so-called  "laws  of  nature*  ere  doscrliftlona  of  the 
dominant  characteristics  of  doninr.nt  societies  of 
actual  entltlec.  "Tae   laws  onlj'  cone  into  heinf?  "by 
nMUMm  of  tlie  TTialocotiD  characters  of  the  msnherB  of 
the  society  (croup)."  (2)  It  Id  to  be  further  noted 
that  "a  system  of  •lar/o'— — f;m.duall^  rises  into 


(1)  A.  Ti.  V.liltchead,  Ity   p.  134 

0)  rbid  p.  i?9    ... 
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floml nance;   it  h&o  Ita  sta^  of  enduranoc,  oM  paasea 
out  of  existence  v/ltli  the  deccsy  of  the  society  fron 
which  it  euaoatcB."   (1)     "llie  yj.  -  t^pe  of  order  in 

the  world  has  arisen  froo  an  miliBa^inable  rast,  aod  it 
will  find  its  crswe  in  an  "anlrBa^inatle  fut\^j?e«"   (I:) 
Uhl teheed.   It  is  evident,  has  no  notion  of  o  dlrlne 
providence,  nor  doce  his  strees  on  ooneeptual  pre- 
hensions in  £.11  actvu?l  ©r;titiee  citie  for  ''conscious 
control"  of  the  actlvitleo  of  pli^rsJoal  natiire.      "Blind 
ph^'SiccJ.  purpoccc  reign.     It   1g  nor-  o'cvioxiD   that  "blind 
prehensions,   ph^ciocl  nru.    i-.e^u-i,   ux-e  "Ui^e  ultiiaate 
triCi-s  of  the  phi-cieal  -anlvcrae."   (") 
Space  and  Sice 

Whltei-eau't.   iLecTy  of  space-  .^tu   ul  _e   ie  slEllar  to 
that  held  "by  ni^^Jsy  isodcm  thlnlzers  idu)  are  interested  in 
denying;  tlxe  "alDSolute"  cpaec  and  tine  of  the  liewtonlan 
pbysics,     /^  i:iss  D.  Bt3Eet  expzresses  it:     "v/e  con  looTc 
on  space  and  tine,  not  as  a  frcuae  verlc  (or  locus)  vl th- 
in which  events  t&^e  place,  "biit  -te  uniforro  rrlfitlons 
displayed  ty  concrete  events  in  their  '.  ■  '    .    (') 

This  chao^  of  viov*  is  "based  on  (aoon^  otLex*e)   the 
Insi^-ht  that  the  diet iuot ion  "betveen  the  occupied  £:nd 
Tmoccupii.  rtc  of  a  "^leld"   is  false. 


(1)  A.  H.  cad,  p,    139 

(2)  A,   Ti,  V     .c~^,:i<^^  x^  -..c  '     :        p,   160 

(D  rbid    ;        ... 

(4)  hiss  i)»  h,  iionct,   \^  j  of  LTnfiiiizn 
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In  order  to  midci'Li^autt  .'hitchecid'a  theory  of  "tine 
oil*  nruEt  recall  hie  doctrine  of  tlie  '=concreBcence"  of 
an  n.ct"rl  entity.  In  this  proceea,  the  octirl  entity 
prei-aiiiuj  acta  frou  uod'e  conaequent  nattirc  and  from 
other  actut.l  entitles  of  the  actual  v.'orld.  'xhls  actual 
world  18  a  provider  of  Ro-orlled  "real"  potentialities. 
It  la  also  referred  to  .  -  l».c  "extensive  oontixmua" 
which  io  atOEilzed  by  the  ecerceiice  of  a  new  actuality. 
Sb«  process  of  corxretion  "by  v/hleh  an  actufil  entity 
creates  itself,  e^cenplifies  whf^t  V.hi teheed  calle 
"epochal"  tine,  'ihat  is  to  e.-^-,  within  the  duration 
or  epoch  required  for  the  grovrth  of  en  actur.1  entity, 
there  arc  no  bard  nnd  fe^t  distinctions  between 
suiiosedly  absolutely  discrete  norcnts  of  tine,  co   in 
the  usual  theory  of  "phj-slcal"  tire,   "The  actual 
entity  is  the  enjoynent  of  n  crrti  In  q.iiaatxiB  of 
physical  tine.  I-'ut  the  f;ciiei,ic  iroeess  is  act  the 
tempore  1  succession;  such  a  viev;  Is  cyMctly  v.hr.t  is 
denied  by  the  epochal  theory  of  tir:ic.  ---c:.    re   in 
the  i-renctic  process  presuppoees  the  entire  -"   u\.^.  .'(1) 
Thus,  while  ojo.   actiial  entity  may  prehend  c.   teuporo.l 
succession  of  events  which  are  apparently  absolutely 


(1)  A,  1)1  •  Whitehead,  -I'occt^u  ajid  ue.liiy   p.  454 
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discrete   (for  Whlteherd  tie  G^bsoTutc  ;  tenesa  of 

nooentB  of  -  Verier  1  tine  Is  only  nn  a'bstmctlon, 
achieved  1.    uu-^raiii!.^-   o..'...,-4r>   ^4    -^r.^n  eo,  not  ea 
discrete  cT  .•■ ,  Tnii   in  the  mode 

tiltlnrte  interconnect'  v.'lthln  it  .     In 

the  "' —'^  ^r>-r-c  rm  actnrl  entity  spreads  ont  over  an 
ertenBive  eprtlRl  rerlon.     Thie  re^oa  providee  "the 
detcrmlnrtc  "brrls  ?rhich  the  coji^rcsceace  pr©£nippo8eB,"(l) 
(i.e.  froa  which  It  derives   5tr  "peal"  potentiality.    ) 

An  WIS  noted  ahovc,  V.hit       '^     -*erG  to  the 
"etonlsptlon  of  the  eTrtcnsive  contlmnin"  l)y  new  aottml 
entities,   "t/'r-f^^''^  nr^-c   (In/r)  real  ^7hPt  nte- 

eedcntly  ncrciy  pcxentiP-l."   (2)     By  this  he  apparently 
neensr  that  the  "potentiality"  (ret?l)  constituted  hy  the 
aexua  of  r.ctnr.l  entitles   (rhlch  Is  the  ertensive 
eontimron)   Is  iiscd  hy  the  novel  acttu-1  entity,  iwhich 
"by  Its  rppef ranee  ne  e  new  unit,  t'  ,   in  a  sense, 

atomizes  tlie  extensive  contimjian. 

Freedwa 

One  of  the  nost  tuiiiistiried  critic?;-,    of  Whlte^    -    ': 
cosfflolocy  io  the.t  advanced  by  n.¥.  I'^oi  -  clnimB  that 

since  the  nnlverse  Ic  nn  orrrnir^,  thrre-Tcre,  there  is 


(1)  A.  U.  Whitehead,  Proocst.  .li.y       p.  434 

(£)  rbid     p.   112  EracretL;  :..i-;c. 
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nc  roou  fop  contlxi^ncy.*  In  the  prerlous  dlsovuasion  of 
aetnal  entitles,  li     noted  that  tJ  tcr- 

istlo  of  an  aottml  e?itlty  ie  th' t  It  la  "c:        . 
The  process  oi   conu-v.v.  .cc.  .^  ^.c-  .a  pep.8on,  "It 
Is  finally  TV  -'.Tsle  for  the  decision  "by  rhio]:  n-ny 

lure  for  fooling  la  admitted  to  efficiency."  (1)  lie 
dattm,  rxstu'^J.  or  posslTsle,  can  force  itself  into  t}-e 
experience  of  fvn  actur.1  entity.  Share  are  efficient 
and  flnrl  cnuscs  at  iror^  In  the  rorld  Tsnt  these  effic- 
ient ^iid  f'''^- "*        •"'^  •"ound  not  In  ore  Bu^-^tyr 
actur.l  ent^.ty  (^od)  Vat  in  all  actv.-^l  entities,  j.huB 
each  actual  entity  la  rrutonomoiin  in  thrt  It  is  free  to 
select  fTon  the  data  T!rmrldcd.  In  r;hr.teYcr  •possi'ble 
way  it  'Jces  fit.  It  Iq  x.c  dc  re.  li::ed,  cf  coiirr.e,  that 
on  actual  entity  cannot  "conjure  np"  data  t/hich  are 
not  available.  In  the  sen?/;  that  an  acturvl  entity 
can  only  viae   data  availf.  "bl   ^nd  react  to  it  In  cortcln 
a^K^^-     posalhle  vrays  (tliov.  li  there  Is  a  wide  r'^jifx 
of  choice)— it  la  United  and  conditioned  "by  that  data, 
"There  is  no  such  fact  as  r'bsolute  freedoia;  every 
actiial  entity  poseeeses  only  ench  frcedon,  as  Is 
Inherent  in  the  prlnary  -phase  'rlv«n'  "by  Its  stand- 
point of  relativity  to  Itr,  aetti?^!  tjnlvprBe.''  ('  '^   '"•! 


*  Cf.  H.K.  ::oore,  "Ij.  i.hitehoF^'a  Phil 

(1)  A.  n.  \.>itehc:  .  ,        .         -—  . 
(£)  rbld  p.  202  — —  - 
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this  ZBUSt  !>•  'born  In  nlnfl  rrhcu  one  x^eods  1}hit«lMad*8 

statement:     "'xl.c  _  _i  Inherent  in  the  ttniTorse  is 

eesstltatad  by  this  element  of  sclf-^eeoBatlon  (of  &otiml 
entities)."  (1) 

V«ith  reference  to  this  frcnercl  pro^blen,   it  is 
neecssary  to  consider  T/hltehePd's  prcvocatlve  theory 
of  tiic  "complete  contcDporery  freedom"   of  actual 
entitles,     She  sitiiRtion  in  r/hich  conii  lete  conter.porary 
frcedOE  is  nanlfested,   Jirlses  when  tv/o   (or  nore) 
entities  pore  not  in  c  direct  relation  of  efficient 
causation  (i.e.  do  not  iuHnedictely  physically  prchcrd 
etmh  other).     2o  eonc  critics  this  seems  Itipossihle 
beMttwe  of  Hhitehef^d's  arcmal  that  all  cctiirl  entities 
prehend  each  other.     Yet,   on  the  basis  (  ^  '  '  1 teheed »o 
metaphysics,  this  doctrine  is  perfectly  roaconahlc, 
when  it  is  reneidbezvA  that  if  actual  entity  "A"  is  to 
be  oh^lectified  in  p.ctv-'S   entity  "E" ,  actiarl  entity  "A" 
Bitzst  be  "pest"  with  reference  to  actucl  entity  "!",- 
past  and  gone,  otherwlDC  no  dntn  v/on]!?.  ^c  rT'~i!?'"l>le 
for  a  physlcol   prehension.      It   is  therc^cre    :  Ible, 

on  the  basis  of  Whiteheed's   system,  for  tt:o  actunl 
entities  t/hich  arc  contcnporory,   i.e.  each  in  the 
process  of  self -creation,  to  provide  data  for  each  other, 


(1)  A,  :..    .hitehead,  -roccp^  cuid  -'4»ality       p.   135 

linderlinine  and  breoircts  nltae. 
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nie  gMMral  sort  of  crltlolsn  vhlch  la  timially 
advcLnced  against  VVhl teheed 'b  poDltlon  nt  tl:la  point, 
has  T-een  noted:   "The  t>nrtirllf led  Inc  1\ib Ivene o b  of 
Snnexislon  (always  except trvr  univcroals  Ir   '   Ion  to 
portlcTilors ,  and  earlier  In  relation  to  Ir.ter  events 
In  time)  Is  required  "by  his  syslt        ..ole,"  (1) 
That  Id  to  scy,  conteBporarles  ccjinot  "be   excluded  1'  <- 
the  hondo  of  direct  prehencion. 

Hapttihome  further  holds  tlir.t  "external  reletlcns" 
(In  the  sense  of  contenporary  freedon-deslciied  to  retrln 
the  autonooy  of  actual  entitles)  hetv;een  co-existent 
Bonadfl  twmld  destroy  their  IndlvldtLality  cjid  hrlnc 
upon  us  "Bradley's  vicious  rcEpress  of  relations  "between 
thln^  and  their  relrtlons,*'  (2) 

In  opposition  to  this  oh.lectlon,  it  is  to  \>e 
noted  thn.t  aotur.l  entities  are  not  endxirln^  monn^s, 
Shey  "never  really  are";  for  at  .  actual 

entity  is  either  creating  itself  or  pr nsi      y. 
They  don't  "sit  about"  in  completed  jierfection.  The 
very  nature  of  V-'hitehend's  system,  as  has  been  noted, 
requires  that  contenporapy  c^jtual  entities  do  not  have 
direct  causal  relations,  indeed  they  cannot.  This  does 


(1)  C,  Kartshome,  "Ln  oone  CriticlGns  of  .ihitehcr  I'c 

Ihllosopliy"   Ihllr'    ■   ■■   ■  -  w 

July. 
(£)  Ibid   p.  3S4 
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not  neon  t     ctunl  er.tltieB  are  exposed  to  the  '    -  c,, 
refutcition,  ^'.ch  refuel  entity  Is  related  to  Its 
•onst  tiTiS.  r-T.yets   a  contrll^utlon  to  the  future ,  In  thle 
senile  t      T.y  OP  wholeness  of  the  tmlve3r>;e  Is  n-ln- 
tnined.  Indeed  as  Whitehead  points  out:  "Indirectly', 
via  the  inncnccc  of  tl-e  pc^t  and  the      ence  of 
fut-urc,  (even)  the  (contenporarj')  occasions  rrc  con- 
nected." (1) 

This  dlBCusBlon  provides  an  (wsxicr   to  the  probler. 
raleed  hy  C.  W,  Korris.  (2)  He  states:  "It  voold 

appear,  then,  that core  acturl  entitles  aad 

•OB*  eternal  oh.5eote  pre  not  prchended  "by  v.ny   prrtlciilrr 
••tut^l  entity,"  It  Is  tnae  thct  so-CPlled  "oontenpor- 
ary  actnal  entitles,  ct-nnct  t.id   do  not  directly  irrehend 
each  otlicr,  tecauee  in  literal  truth  they  ore  not  yet 
acttir.l  entities  in  the  full  eense  of  tiie  term,  ;jlnce 
they  have  not  r^iehed  the  supcrjeot  sto^,  they  cannot 
provide  data.  Yet  in  a  genuine  sense  rll  r-ctixrl  entitles 

do  Efflte  a  contrilmtlon  to  each  other  .-as  the.    on. 

liorrls  sec;  s  to  claim  that  tecaiuje  "Evenness" 
(ohjcctification)  inpllca  ellniiiatlon  and  excluoion, 
therefore  not  a.11  actual  entitles  are  related  to  each 


(1)  A.  n.  '.Tliltehead,  "  Ider^.  p.  '^^t 

(D  C.  V;.  2:orrls,  ClT  ■      ,  of  ^  Ind    p.  188 
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other.  He  overloolro  the  fact  that  ivtici  ir.  pil-lnated  Is 

•oiM  non-eBoentlcl  pheoe  from  the  new  sut feet's  point 

of  view  of  every  actutl  entity  In  the  world.  In      cess 

wbiere^y  oOlmvlns  for  "degrees  of  relevance every 

actiiRl  entity  Is  present  in  every  other  aetiial  entity." 

(1) 

She  quotation  (referred  to  Tjy  Horrlc):   "V/Tint  l£> 
•given*  might  not  hove  hoen  *clvcn*;  and  that  what  is 
not  *^ivcn»  nlrht  liave  "been* riven*,"  (£)  refers  not  to 
the  ol>icctification  of  aotun.1  entitles  "but  to  cternnl 
otjecto.  It  is  simply  a  restatement  of  the  frnlllpr 
doctrine  that  any  eternal  o"b,1ect  is  "neutral  as  to  the 
fact  of  Its  physical  ingresslon  in  anj'  pcrtloulrr 
acttir-1  entity  of  the  tenr-orrl  world."  (3)  (As  to  tue 
nat-ure  of  the  "bond  provided  l>y  a  negative  prehension, 
which  in  the  cycn  of  many  critics  is  a  conplote  laclc  of 
aWMWction,  see  previous  discoocion  of  negative  pre- 
hensions (4)) 

Finally,  it  is  to  "be  noted  thct  in  Wliitehead's 
ilillOBophy,  the  freedop  of  "cont«Bg?orary"  or  any  oti.cr 
aotiial  entities  does  not  depend  on  whether  or  not  data 
eome  Troa   a  oertn^in  sotircc ,  'but  the  inr.liena'ble  freedom 


il)  A.  li.         1,  -.rocecs  and  1-X''llty   p.  '^9 

£)  rbid   .  V 

Z)  Ihid  p.  70 

(4)  Cf.  Thesis   r.  28-38 
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of  each  aotm^l  entity  lu  coneti^uted,  ultlnately,  by  Its 
internal  power  of  oc  If -creativity.  Its  pov/cr  to  ohooi  c 
ItD  o«n  aruls^eetlT*  aim  and  octurllse  it, 
la;t«ciie.l  fuad  3^|teiaB>al  Uelatioiio 

Conocmins  "relatione"  Whitehead  statec:  "It  Is 
evident  thet  if  the  solidarity  of  the  physical  world  is 
to  "be  rcleront  to  the  doserlptlon  of  Its  individual 
aotualltics,  it  cr.n  only  tc  "by  reason  of  the  funda- 
mental internality  of  the  relationchlps  in  n-ttestlon. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  tlie  indlviduca  dlscrcv^..^-—  ^- 
thc  actualities  is  to  have  its  wcir^it,  there  nniat  "be 
an  aspect  in  these  relationships  from  which  they  crji 
■be  conceived  as  external,  that  is,  as  bonds  between 
divided  thinc«."  (D 

All  actualities  are  positively  prehendod, 
directly  or  indirectly,  by  various  different  processes 
of  ob^ectirication  (i.e.  the  data  prehendcd  ore 
different U  All  eternal  objects  ore  either  positively 
or  necT^tively  prehended  (in  either  cacc  there  is  a 
genuine  contribution  to  the  new  aetual  entity).  It 
would  eeeiD,  therefore,  tl  ;-t  all  actual  entities  liave 
internal  relations  to  all  other  actui  1  entitles, 
KoT/ever,  as  has  been  reiterated,  an  actual  entity  is 


(1)  A,  H,  "..liitchead,  roccss  and  -le- lily  ?.  470-1 
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not  entlrel;/^  dctcrralzied  or  constituted  "by  thoBe  Intertml 
rclationchi.t),   .  .  c  ©sscntial  celf-hood  of  any  aotunl 
entity  lies  la  the  fact  that  it  io  an  antOBMMnis  oentor 
of  life.  It  feelB  all  ttaeae  other  nctiu  1  entltlea,  as 
it  sceD  fit,  in  a  tmlque  and  Individual  fashion  (v/ith- 
In  certain  v/ldo  poscltilltles  of  experience).  In  thla 
••use  any  actual  entity  is  genuinely  "other"  -^   far  as 
every  other  actual  entity  is  concerned;  other  in  the 
B%BB9   of  an  Independent  ceiiter  of  life,  which  oomnuni- 
eates  from  outaide. 

V/hitchead  ic  atle  to  fornulate  thic  tiieory  of 
lAteraal  and  external  relatione  toosose  he  refuses  to 
aeeept  the  us\ial  alteimatives •  It  la  cuntomGry  to  sry, 
with  Bradley  or  Kegel,  tliat  if  relations  arc  inxernal, 
if  finite  thlnca  arc  ;ronulnely  related  to  each  other, - 
thia  cnn  only  to  explained  In  terns  of  their  inclusion 
in  a  whole  (ac  "]h!"r:e3  of  one  ''ex-perience  cr  xi.e 
logical  speciec  of  so-called  "concrete"  universal)  In 
snch  a  vray  that  their  eseentlal  indlvidu  llty  if'  loRt. 
Falling  this,  finite  perttons  or  things  ere  rCi,  iu.i.^x 
hopoleasly  sundered  fron  eaoh  other,  without  the 
slightest  possihility  of  interconnection. 

As  long  ao  tlie  category  of  "substance"  was 

aooepted,  explicitly  or  Implicitly,  this  vms  a  gexmlne 


Z-^i  rv- 


IW 


J  I   *»- 


:>.  }^ 


,iti  i.;  .-joCj, 


J   :  -■>: 


135 
difficulty.     A  mibotanoc,  "by  defiultion  being  aelf- 
BTifflclent,  could  not  Intertct  v;lth  rjaytlilxig  eloe. 

Whitehead's  denial  of  d. ce,  end  his  description  of 

an  actual  entity  aa  eonstitutlnc  Itself  "by  Ito  relatione 
with  otlier  actual  entitles  (while  renalxilnj;  on 
autonoaOQS  center  of  life)  provide  for  cji  Internally 
related  plurrllty  ox   rcrl£3, 
Uclrtlons 

There  Is  no  "pro"blem"  of  relations  for  ViTiitehead. 
ni«  psB'udo-pro'bleB  so  aptly  str-ted  "by  Bradley,  vfcs 
hased  on  a  false  annlyslo  of  cx-nerlcnce  and  a  c 
exercise  In  lo^ic  chopping.    (1)     It   Ir   en  enpirlc?illy 
©"beervahlc  fact  tlmt  autonomoxis  actual  entitles  are 
■utually  lntcr-rc3.ated,     itelatioiis  reltite.     i'here  is 
no  need  to  (a)  "bring  in  an  absolute  thlnl:er,  "before 
irtioac  tine  less  gaze  all  thlji^s  are  present  as  a 
related  system  of  content;   Cb)  eq-oolly  waaamcf  is 

a  reference  to  a  tuilty  of  "experience"  with  nt 

differences,     tliitehead's  Justification  of  pluralism 
and  hlB  repudiation  of  nonlan,  in  varioxos  forms  has 
"been  discussed  at  len^h,   (?) 

It   is  veiy  intprertin.''  to  nolc   t^"t  V/h^ 
provides  c  thc-cr^-  oi      iu"teriii.-l  x*ci    ■.  Iwu^.-     \.i.j^i-   .'-^ 
more  thorou^^hcoiii^  th'  n  that  preseated  "by  nost 


(1)   Cf.   Shccis        p.    86 

(£)   I"bld  p.  86-93;    102-106;    133-139;    110-123 
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Idealiatlc  philosophers, 

She  idealistic  doctrine  of  internal  relations  may 
te   stated:   "Everything  is  present  to  everything  else. 

In  one  vast  instantaneous  co-implicated  completeness, 

nothing  can  in  any  sense,  ftinctional  or  suTistantial,  "be 
really  a"bsent  from  anything  else,  all  things  inter- 
penetrate and  telescope  together  in  the  great  total 
complex,''  (1)  The  v/hole  in  v/hich  the  parts  are  oo- 
present  r.ay  "be  the  timeless  experience  of  the  "great 
thinker",  ''the  Tinity  of  feeling"  ("experience''),  "the 
ultimate  logical  esseiice"  from  which  lov/er  (in  the 
hierarchy)  essences  are  deducihle,  yet  alvmys  logically 
present  as  implied.  In  all  these  cases,  since  genuine 
particularity  is  denied,  and  the  sole  ultimate  reality 
of  the  "one"  is  stressed,  the  only  way  in  v/hich 
particulars  could  he  related  is  as  elements  in  the 
Inclusive  v;hole.  Since  each  particular  is  what  it  is 
"because  of  the  Ahsolute ,  it  nafurally,  cannot  "be  what 
it  is  vrithout  a  necessary  relationship  and  reference  to 
ell  the  other  "particxaars"  (so-called),  of  similar 
"apparent"  status,  v;hich  rre  phases  of  the  Absolute. 
In  this  sense  then,  any  particular  is  internally 


(1)  V.'illiam  James,  A  lauralistic  Universe   p,  3£ 


,  5aJo    -.nil  :h"::9Y:-i  c' 


-  :-yi 


L-li    ,5»fil3   r^a:.^:-';i- .*.'■' '5    mc  . 


o^ii  cl 


a?   oi    .'• 


137 
related  to  any  other  partlctilar.  It  is  to  "be  noted  that 
the  particulars  in  question  have  no  "sry"  in  the  matter, 
Tliey  are  in  no  way,  as  such,  responsil)le  for  their  so- 
called  internal  (or  more  exactly,  imposed  and  necess- 
ary placement  in  degrees  of  adjacency  to  other  porticu- 
lars)  relationships. 

In  Viliitehead*s  philosophy  the  situ;  tion  is  different, 
In  so  fai*  as  there  is  an  internal  relationship,  it  is 
due  to  the  mutual  interaction  of  the  particulars 
concerned.  It  is  a  genuine  internal  relationship;  not 
an  imposed  arrangenent  of  puppet  content  in  one  Absolute 
experience.  Thus  Wliitehead  is  able  to  do  justice  to 
the  types  of  "inteinal  relations"  designated:   "  r. 
relation  essential  to  its  terns";  "sone  Icind  of  genuine 
unity  "between  its  terns" .  His  position  also  explains 
how  "relations  can  he  grounded  in  the  natxare  of  the 
terms"  and  how  "relations  malce  a  difference  in  the 
terms". 

Even  in  the  case  of  philosophers  who  are  v^illing  to 
give  a  place  to  "external  relations"  (1),  the  fact  of 
Internal  relations  is  not  explained  primarily  by 
reference  to  the  mutual  interaction  of  actual  entities, 

(1)  W.  E,  Hockin^s,  Types  of  rhilosoT^hj-  p.  368 
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Interest  is  centered  on  the  supposed  presence  of  an 
"enveloT)ln/3:  field"  (the  /absolute  a^in)  or  the  fnct 
that  one  tern  lo^lcplly  involves  another.  (Here  is  the 
old  fallacy  of  confusing  logical  essence  with  actui^l 
existence. ) 

The  familiar  form  of  the  doctrine  of  internal 
relations,  used  "by  Idealists  who  are  epistenologicclly 
inclined,  is  free,  in  one  sense,  from^the  fore^^oing 
criticism.  One  term  is  active .  i.e.  the  soih^ect  is 
responslhle  for  the  appearance  of  the  ohject  (esse 
est  percipi).  Hov/ever,  it  is  evident  that  this  is  not 
a  genuine  internal  relationship  hetv/een  two  terns, 
V/ithin  the  frame  vork   of  the  suppositions  involved, 
the  "being  of  the  oh^ect  depends  on  the  act  of  the  -ner- 
ceiving  sulD^ect.  In  short,  the  relationship  is 
asymraetricf.l.   The  oh^ect  is  not  active  in  tlie  process. 
It  is  not  a  real  entity  in  active  inter-relationship 
with  another  real  entity. 

It  might  "be  o'b;3ected,  in  opposition  to  V.Taitehead, 
that  if  the  "terms"  liappen  to  he  logical  essences,  they 
can  he  externally  related  ("by  logical  implication) 
v/lthout  all  the  paraphernalia  of  living  centers  of  self- 
creative  process,  mutuall<jinteractin<~,  VJhile  this  is 
true  (since  logical  essences  are  not  actual  entities) 
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Wliitehead  v;oulcL  point  out  t}iat  ultimately  the  fact  that 
eternal  objects  are  llnJced,  internally  'oy  logical 
Implicrtion  (relation^'l  pssenoe),  ie  due  to  the  activity 
of  God's  primordial  iiL-ture.  He  arranges  the  otherwise 
iinsorted  mass  of  piore  potentialities. 
Organism 

WhiteheeA»s  philosophy  is  terned  the  "philOEophy 
of  orcanisn".  It  is  "both  interesting  e-nd  importejit  to 
discover  exactly  v/hat  he  means  "by  "orcsJiitJi'-i".  vaiitehead 
siunmariaes  his  use  of  the  terra  thus:   "The  coEununity  of 
actual  things  is  an  or^^anlcin;  Imt  it  is  not  r..   static 
organism.  It  is  an  incompletion  in  process  of  product- 
ion, ThuB  the  expansion  of  the  universe  in  respect  to 
actual  things  is  the  first  meaning  of  'process';  and 
the  universe  in  any  stage  of  its  expansion  is  the 
first  meaning  of  'organisn'.  In  this  sense,  an 

orc"-JiiQD  is  r  nexus, oecondly,  each  actucl  entity 

is  itself  only  descrihahle  as  anortT'-nic  process.  It 
repeats  in  microcosm  what  the  universe  is  in  macrocosm. 
It  is  a  process  proceeding  from  phase  to  phase,  each 
phase  "being  the  real  "basis  from  v^hich  its  successor 
proceeds  tov/ards  the  completion  of  the  thln^r  in  question." 
(1)   In  "brief,  the  tern  "organism"  is  r.pplied  "both  to  a^ 


(1)  A.  H.  Whitehead,  Process  and  Reality  p,  327 
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actn.e.l  entity,  and  the  Inter-related  croup  of  actual 
entities  v.hlcT^  form  a  iierus* 
Value  (positive) 

Concerning  the  nature  of  "value",  V^Taitehead  states: 
"•Value*  is  the  v/ord  I  use  for  the  intrinsic  reality  of 

an  event Realisation  therefore  is  in  itself  the 

attainment  of  value Value  is  the  outcome  of 

limitation. "  (1)  l-Tiitehead  hastens  to  indicate  that 
ell  this  is  true  only  if  reference  is  '^Iro  r.ade  to  a 
"standard  of  value",  (One  of  the  chief  i-r^TUEents  for 
the  existence  of  God's  primordial  nature  vms  that  a 
standard  of  value  must  he  provided.)   ilore  pr.rticulp-rly. 
Whitehead  is  saying  that  volue  is  actualized  in  the 
experience  of  an  actual  entity  when  it  guides  its 
experiences  in  accordance  with  a  certain  sort  of 
subjective  ain,  derived  from  God.  In  a  valuable  life 
(of  an  actual  entity),  certain  characteristics  are 
evident:   (A)  There  is  an  enjojincnt  of  the  past,  thoufjh 
the  actual  entity  nu£!t  not  find  its  final  satisfaction 
there,  otherwise  it  will  "hecone  inert.  (B)  The  acturl 
entity  must  enjoy  its  full  character,  which  is  its 
ovm  immediate  self-creation  reaching  out  as  one  of  the 

(1)  A.  N.  V/hitehead,  Science  and  tl^e  .Vodem  -orld  2".  116 
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conditioning  factors  of  the  futiire.  Thus,  in  so  far  as 
an  actxial  entity  exercises  its  function  cb  an  autonomous 
bein^  actiializing  its  prehended  suhjective  aim,  ellnin- 
atin^r  aJ-1  thin^  irrelevant  to  the  realization  of  that 
experience  enlarging  aim,  and  thus  providing  rich  new 

data  for  other  actual  entities, to  this  extent  an 

actual  entity  is  vcluahle. 

It  is  evident  that  by  "value'  ...iioehead  neans, 
more  exactly,  positive  value.  Also,  appejrently  the 
terns  "value"  and  "good"  are  to  "be  used  synonymously. 
Thus:   "Its  (an  actual  entities')  /^ood  resides  in  the 
realisation  of  a  stren^h  of  man;;;-  feelings  fortifying 
each  other  as  they  meet  in  the  novel  unity  (entity)."  (1) 
Evil 

In  the  preceding  discussion  of  God's  consecuent 
nature  it  was  noted  that  evil  "lies  in  the  fact  that 
the  past  fades,  that  tine  is  a  'perpetual  perishing' ."(£) 
This  situation  coes  "baci:  uJ-tinately  to  the  f&ct  that  the 
"characters  of  things  are  mutually  obstructive.  Thus 
the  depths  of  life  recuire  a  process  of  selection.' 
(and  elimination)  (S)  Each  actuc-l  entity  strives  to 
realize  its  unicLue  satisfaction.  This  produces  that 
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(1)  A.  H.  Whitehead, 
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(2)  A.  n,  Whitehead,  ^rocesr      eriixy  p.  517 
(r?)  Ibid  p.  517     EraoicetL  .  ■:-' 
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discordance  T)etween  actual  entities   (and   in  actucl 
entities)  v/hich  is  responsilDle  for  evil,     i'he  fact  of 
evil  ia  tme  to  the  autonomy   of  actual  entities.      It   is 
a  necessary  component  of  the  inetapliyslcal  situGtion, 
Even  in  the  experience  of  God,   as  was  noted,   evil 
remcins  ae  a  recocnizatle  element.     It  does  not  lose 
Its  character  of  "brute  fact  in  some  aesthetic  hejiTiiony,- 
"beyond  ^ood  and  evil. 
Identity  and  PerTnanence 

Considerahle  discussion  lias  arisen  concerning 
Whitehead's  treatnent  of  the  proTjlens  of:      "identity", 
"perir^e^ence",    "abstract Ion"   and  "potentiality".     ^^ 
apparent  vaelllrtion  has  "been  discovered,   and 
emphasised  tj    sevei'n.1  critics.    (1)     For  exanple.  Hall 
points  out  that  In  iVhltehead's  earlier  T/ritings, 
Concept  of  nature  and  Irinciples  of  natural  Knov/ledfre. 
the  endiiring  pennanent  thin^  were  eternel  ohjects. 
Events  perish  and  are  devoid  of  potentiality.     Eternal 
ohjects  only  are  potentialities.     The  exclusive 
universality  cjid  ahstractness  of  eternal  oh^ects  is 
also  evident.     In  later  hoolcs   (e.g.  rroccss  and  Keality). 
his  critics  claim,  VThitehead  discusses  the   "Identity" 


(1)    Cf.   E.   W.   Kail,   Joiu-nal   of  Tl-ilcroph.v        19:^0 
Cf.  Miss  Stehtln^s";;     TTIHa:  19?0 

Cf,   I.:iss  D,LI,Eianet,   V.liitc '_ord'c.  nillo::Oi'hy  of  Cr/ranlsm 
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and  "pemcjience'' ,  of  o  personal  society,  in  terms  of  the 
objectification  of  data  from  one  actual  entity  to  another.* 
A  sort  of  "universality''  is  provided  by  a  more  or  less 
permanent  'baclicround  (of  societies)  for  the  activities 
of  a  new  actual  entity.  Every  actual  entity  is  now 
designated  as  a  "potential"  for  some  other  actual  entity. 
Data  are  regarded  as  "abstractions"  (from  the  complete 
beinc  of  the  actual  entity  of  which  they  pre  a  part). 
As  a  result  of  this  survey.  Hall  states:  since 
"all  characteristics  supposedly  peculiar  to  eternal 
objects  are  shared  by  actual  entities,  why  not  dispense 
with  eternal  objects  altogetheri"  (1)  ihe  absurdity  of 
such  a  suggestion  should  be  rather  obvious.   It  is  not 
simply  a  fact  to  be  recognized  and  accepted,  that  the 
"identity"  manifest  by  an  eternal  object  is  a  different 
sort  of  "identity"  than  that  manifest  (or  exemplified) 
by  a  "personal"  society  of  actual  entities.  (2)  It  is 
not  simply  the  case  that  the  "essence"  (eternal  object) 
"identity"  is  exemplified  in  tv/o  different  types  of 
entity, -I.e.  eterncl  objects  and  societies  of  actual 


*  In  addition  to  this,  " permanence'',  in  another  sense,  is 
provided  for  in  that  some  phaoe  (datun,  feellJi^)  of  a 
past  actual  entity,  is  preserved,  with  undin inlshed 
lustre  in  the  experience  of  a  novel  actual  entity. 
(1)  E.  V/.  Hall,  "Of  V.Tiat  Use  Are  V;'hitehead's  Eternal 

Objects';"  Journal  of  Ihilo^opliy  1930 

p.  36 
(E)  Or  data  transferred  from  one  actual  entity  to  another. 


.1  t 


itvii-VJ.    '>::J    'f 


i',0  ; 


•.I  ■ '    «.'•  :  "<' 


._.5 


fj  J 


t>i\J    ;.-■.•./ 


Iii-.^> 


144 
entitles.  It  is  then  rldlculotis  to  sr.y,  that  "beccuse 
societies  of  actual  entitles  exemplify  "identity", 
therefore,  eternal  ohjects  are  not  required  as  exenpl- 
iflcations  of  it.   In  actual  experience  it  is  found 
that  both  eternal  ob^Jects  and  actual  entitles,  ranifest 
tlie  essence  "Identity". 
Philosophy  of  Crfranlsm  and  "Substance"  Theories  Contrasted 

In  several  scattered  passages,  Whitehead  very  cptly 
stuninarizes  the  points  of  difference  hetv/een  his  philosophy 
of  organicn  and  the  traditional  doctrine  of  "substance" . 
"The  orcrjoic  philosopliy  interprets  experience  f.s  rieanlng 
the  'self -enjoyment  of  bein^  one  among  many,  and  of 
being  one  arising  out  of  the  composition  of  the  many*. 
Descartes  interprets  experiences  as  meaning  the  self- 
enjoyment,  by  an  individual  substance,  of  its  qualifi- 
cation by  ideas."  (1)   "The  operations  of  an  organism 
are  directed  tovmrds  the  organism  as  a  'superject*, 
and  not  directed  from  the  organism  as  a  'subject'."  (2) 
In  short,  "The  unchanging  subject  of  change  is  completely 
abandoned."  (3)   "The  ancient  doctrine  that  'no  one 
croBses  the  same  river  twice'  is  extended.  IJo  thinlcer 
thinks  twice, no  subject  experiences  tv/lce."  (4) 


(1)  A.  II.  Whitehead,  xroccii^s  and  uccility   p.  220 

(£)  Ibid  p.  228     

(S)  Ibid  p.  43 

(4)  Ibid  p.  43 
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This  point  of  view  is  of  course  concomitant  v.'ith 
recent  trends  in  jiiisics,  in  which  static  stuff  is 
replaced  "by  fluent  energy.  Yet,  "such  energy  has  its 
structxirc  of  action  and  flov/,  caid  is  inconceivable 
apart  from  such  structure."  (1) 

The  positive  side  of  VAiitehead's  position  is 
expounded  in  the  "subjectivistic  principle"  ?/hich 
states  tliat  "the  v/hole  universe  consists  of  eler.ents 
disclosed  in  the  analysis  of  the  experience  of  sul)^ects," 
(2)  "Apart  from  the  experiences  of  suhjects  there  is 
nothing,  nothing,  nothing,  "bare  nothingness."  (?) 
Whitehead  hastens  to  point  out  that  his  stress  on 
"subjectivism"  does  not  expose  him  to  the  usual  ohject- 
ions,  Eis  theory  avoids  the  "solipsism  of  the  present 
moment",  "by  stressing  the  fact  that  an  ego  (actual 
entity)  feels  the  hody  as  functioning.  It  also  feels 
the  v/orld ,  as  past,  (4) 

In  opposition  to  Hume's  atomism  of  impressions. 
Whitehead  claims  that  v/e  have  a  direct  intuition  of 
"inheritance"  from  the  past  (memory).  Hence,  we  have 
a  direct  Intuition  of  "causation",  (5)  Both  Hume  and 


(1)  A.  11.  V.lii teheed,  process  end   Hec-llty   j  .  '71 

Undcrlinijig  mine. 
(£)  rbid  p.  £52 
(5)  Ihid  p.  £54 

(4)  n?id  p.  1£5 

(5)  It  is  to  "be  noted  that  this  Is  not  "causation"  in 

the  old  cense  of  a  mysterious  interaction  "between  "distinct" 
substances  which  "by  definition,  could  not  possihly  interact. 
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Descartes  are  involved  in  the  "fallacy  of  simple 
location".  Individual  independence  of  successive 
temporrl  locations,  ntJces  it  necessary  to  bring  in  an 
eTrtcrnal  "deus  ex  machina"  to  explain  endurance  and 
repetition,  or  else  it  is  left  as  an  unsolved 
rnysteiy ,  (1)  In  Whitehead's  opinion,  "The  actual 
entity,  in  virtue  of  "being  v/hat  it  is,  is  also  where 
it  is.  It  is  somewhere  tecause  it  is  some  actual 
thing  vrith  its  correlated  actual  v/orld,  This  is  the 
direct  denifJL  of  the  Cartesien  doctrine  — 'an  existent 
thing  which  requires  nothing  "but  Itself  in  order  to 
exist*.  It  is  also  inconsistent  v/ith  Aristotle's 
phrase,  'neither  asserted  of  a  subject,  nor  present 
in  a  subject'."  (2) 

This  "reforned  subjectivism"  corrects  the  tv;o 
great  mistakes  of  the  "substcnce"  philosophy:   "One 
is  the  concept  of  vacuous  actuality,  void  of  subjective 
experience;  and  the  other  is  the  concept  of  CLurlity 
Inherent  in  substance."  (3)  (In  their  proper 
character,  as  high  abstractions,  both  of  these  notions 
axe  of  the  utmost  pragmatic  use.) 


(1)  Gf.  A.  H.  ViTiitehead,  Process  and  Reality  p.  £07 
ik,)   Ibid   p,  93 
(3)  Ibid   p.  £53 
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FeellnfTs V/Iiltcheod  A  Panpaychlst 

In  the  intcrestc  of  clarity,  an  apparent  dual  (1) 
use,  "by  Whitehead,  of  the  term  "feeling"  nust  nov;  Le 
noted.  In  V/hitehead*s  doctrine  of  "positive"  pre- 
hensions, the  terns  "prehension"  and  "feelinc"  are 
scenincly  synonynous.   "Each  actuc.l  entity  is  con- 
ceived as  an  act  of  orperience  arising  out  of  data. 
It  is  a  process  of  'feeling'  (prehending)  the  many 
data,  so  as  to  ahsorh  then  Into  the  unity  of  one 
individucJ.  ' satisfaction* .  "  ( I ) 

Hov;ever,  the  tern"feeliiig"  is  cl£0  used  in  the 
suhstantive  rence,  and  applied  to  the  datum  vrhich  is 
"atscrbed  into  the  sula^ective  satisfaction."  (3)  Thus 
Whitehead  states:   "Eie  ohjective  datum  is  another 
feeling;  entertained  hy  the  latter  actusJ.  entity."  (4) 
Indeed  the  whole  discussion  of  positive  prehension  is 
"based  on  c   continued  reference  to  the  trensfer  of 
feelings  or  "throhs  of  emotional  energy".  (5)  In  short. 


(1)  Cf.  Ihesis  p.  177  for  a  triple  use  of  the  term 
"feeling".  On  closer  examination  hov/evcr,  it  v;ill  "be 
seen  that  they  can  he  reduced  to  tv;o:  1.  data  or 
*-•  prolicrisive  process,  (i.e.  the  (a)  act  as  such  or  the 


("b )  quality  ( suh.i cctive  form)  mrjilfcGted) 

'£)  A.  !K.  uhitehecLd,  Process  and  He^litv   p.  65 

Brackets  and  underlining  mine. 


(3)  Ihid  p,  82 

(4)  Ihid  p.  361     Underlining  mine. 

(5)  Ibid  r.  178 
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here  is  the  familieo*  diBtinction  'betv/een  act  and 
c 0X1  teat  (oLJect),  An   actxial  entity  feels  (act)  a  feel- 
ing (content),  "but  v/hat  is  felt  (the  feeling)  is  not 
necessarily  an  act  (tho-ugh  it  may  "be),  For  example, 
there  is  a  difference  betv/een  the  feeling  (that  v/hich 
is  felt)  anger,  and  the  act  of  feeling  it. 

llhe  exact  metaphysical  nature  of  all  data  pre- 
hended— "Ultimately  of  cJ.1  things  in  the  world — must 
now  he  noted.   It  is  Vftiitehead*s  opinion  that  "sensa" 
nrust  be  designated  as  "feelings"  (i.e.  that  v.'hich  is 
apprehended  as  concrete  content,  of  v/hatever  sort,  is 
always  called  a  feeling),  bensa  are  qualifications  of 
affective  tone,   "bensa  are  the  definiteness  of  emotion: 
they  ere  emotional  forms,"  (1) 

In  the  case  of  smell,  for  example:   "Our  developed 
consciousness  fastens  on  the  sensum  as  datum:  our 
basic  animal  experience  entertains  it  as  a  type  of 
subjective  feeling,  ihe  experience  starts  as  that 
smelly  feeling,  and  is  developed  by  mentality  into  the 
feeling  of  that  smell."  (£)  A  similar  expression  of 
the  same  generoJ.  idea  is  the  following:  the  red  patch 
we  see  in  the  external  world,  is  veridically  there. 


(1)  A,  li,   \/hitehead,  x'rocr      ■.  Ac:  lity  p.  174 
(£)  A,  N.  V.hitohead,  Advcn,-  — -^>.  of  Ideas  p.  015 
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only  if  it  qualificB  the  al'fectivc  tones  of  the 
actualities  which  in  fact  make  up  that  recion.  (1) 

It  is  evident  that  V-Taitehead  is  prepared  to  describe 
the  "extei'nal  v.'orld  of  things",  in  terms  analogous  to 
those  uijed  in  descrihln^  our  o\na.   innoot,  so-called, 
psychic  exi^erience.  His  Justification  for  this 
procedure  cen  "be  outlined  in  this  fashion:   "M 
occasion  of  experience  which  includes  a  human  mentality 
is  an  extreme  instance,  at  one  end  of  the  scale,  of 

those  happenings  v/hich  constitute  nature. ijoy 

doctrine  which  refuses  (as  Vvhitehead  does)  to  place 
human  experience  outside  nature,  oust  find  in  descript- 
ions of  htunan  experience  factors  which  albo  enter  into 
the  descriptions  of  lees  specialized  natural  occurr- 
ences," (£) 

More  specificolly,  Whitehead  or^ee  that  since  the 
experience  of  our  ovm  mind  (e^'o)  occasions  is  the  only 
direct  experience  of  an  actual  entity  v;e  have,-  there- 
fore we  must  "base  all  descriptions  of  actual  entities 
on  the  assumption  that  all  actual  entities  are  of  the 
same  sort.  This  procedure  is  not,  hov/evcr,  arbitrary 
"by  any  means,  \ie   are  aware  of  our  bodily  occacions 


(1)  Cf,  A.  H,  Vfliitehead,  iidvcntures  of  Ideas  p.  315 
(li)  Ibid   p.  £37       liraclcets  mine. 
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quite  directly.  Ihese  ore  only  a  little  less  clearly 
prehended  tiian  oxir  preceding  ego  occasions.  Like  them 
they  appear  as  "emotional"  and  in  fact  Generally  similar 
in  every  v;ay«   ivhile  v/e  prehend  the  external  v/orld  rather 
indirectly,  yet  here  also  v/e  can  trust  the  experience 
we  have  of  it,  mediated  throu^-h  the  'body.  In  any  case, 
since  the  body  is  one  object  among  other  "natural" 
objects  and  v/e  are  acquainted  v/ith  the  body,  we  therefore 
knov/  about  the  nature  of  other  pli^^sical  objects.  This, 
in  "brief  outline,  is  the  "basis  of  VVhitehead's  argument 
that  all  things  in  the  universe  can  ultimately  "be 
described  in  terms  of  actual  entities.  Ihese  actual 
entities  are  feelers  ( self-cre8,ted  by  tlieir  ov/H  feel- 
ings of  data)  feeling  (act)  in  a  certain  way  feelings 
(particular  content-  e.g.  sense  data  such  as:   spatial 
shapes,  patches  of  color,  smells,  anger  tone  or  etei'nal 
objects). 

In  this  sense  then.  Whitehead  is  a  "panpsychist". 
Each  actual  entity  has  (or  is,  its)  feelings  of  other 
actual  entities  and  of  possibilities  (eternal  objects). 
By  far  the  greatest  number  of  these  actual  entities  do 
not  have  the  highest  forms  of  "mind"-consciousness  or 
hi^-class  self-hood. 


J. 
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The  Relation  of  Vililteh-ead  to  Jonea 

In  the  course  of  the  forecoin^  exposition  of 
Whitehead's  position,  comparisons  and  contrasts  vd.th 
the  thought  of  other  philosophers  have  "been  indicated. 
At  this  point,  it  might  be  ^7ell  to  stmnarize  sone  of 
the  most  important  implications  of  V.hitehead's 
cosmologicel  speculations,  hy  reference  to  one  of  the 
"aims"  v/hich  he  expresses  in  the  Preface  of  Process  and 
■tieality .  Herein  he  acknovrledges  his  indehtediiess  to 
BergLon,  Janes  and  Detrcy,  and  states  that  he  proposes 
to  "rescue  their  type  of  thou,":ht  from  the  charge  of 
anti-intellectualism,  v/hich  - — —has  "been  associated 
v:ith  it,"  (1) 

!Lhe  similarity  "betv/een  Whitehead  and  these  men  is 
evident.  In  \\ihitehead's  philosophy  there  is  emphasis 
on  "creativity"  (process),  "plurality  of  reals"  and  the 
refusal  to  hov;  to  the  dictates  of  "rstionalisn",  Ihat 
he  is  ahle  to  retrin  his  trust  in  the  intellect,  and 
the  reality  of  its  ohjects,  and  at  the  sane  time  maJce 
"creativity"  one  of  the  ultimate  categories,  is  one  of 
the  most  striking  achievements  of  A,  N,  Whitehead, 

iiilliam  James  is  typical  of  the  others  ii:  hia 
criticism  of  the  "intellect".  Indeed  he  is  frequently 


(1)  A,  li.  Whitehead,  Process  and  Reality   p.  vil 
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fairer.  For  example  there  are  his  eulogistic  statenents 
that:  (A)  ""both  theoretically  and  practically,  the 
power  of  framing  abstract  concepts  iu  one  of  the 
sublimest  of  tlie  human  prerocatives"  (1)  end  (B)  they 
give  increased  vit^ion  and  power  in  concrete  human  strife. 

However,  James  hastens  to  indicate  the  almost 
hahitual  transition  from  useful  instrument  to  neta- 
phj'sical  monstrosity.  Concepts  are  treated  as  a 
"superior  type  of  leln^,   tricht,  changeless,  true, 
divine  and  utterly  opposed  in  natxire  to  the  turhid, 
restless,  lov/er  world.''  (£)  Worse  still,  concepts  are 
used  as  the  vile  instruiients  by  v;hich  the  autocratic 
intellect  dictates  what  properties  a  concrete  object 
(supposedly)  can  or  cannot  possess.  Concepts  become 
the  '■procx'UEtean  beds"  into  v.'hich  things  must  fit. 
Thus  it  becones  customary  to  deny  to  any  object, 
qualities  v;hich  cennot  be  logically  deduced  from  the 
concept,  of  it,  I'hus  it  is  claimed,  if  you  say  that 
a  thing  is  distinct  or  independent,  you  are  thereby 
barred  from  attributing'  interconnection  or  relationship 
to  it,  ihls  follows  because  by  definition  "independence" 
does  not  include  the  notion  of  "connection".  Tlie 


(1)  ^.illiau  Jollies,  A  .tluxv±li.llc   Universe   p,  217 
(£)  Ibid    p,  £18  " 


■jili"   to   '. 


losi,;^ 


«--.. 


153 
intellect  furtixer  deludes  itself  "by  holding  that  if  a 
certain  concept  is  applicable  to  an  object,  no  others 
are  applicable.  An  exponent  of  this  extreme  sort  of 
intcllectTiallsn,  vfho  said:   "A  is  a  horseroan",  v;ould, 
logically,  refuse  to  admit  that  A  could  ever  v?al3c, 
i.e.:  "A  is  a  pedestrian."  (1) 

Janes'  basic  criticisn  of  concepts  (echoing 
Bergson)  is  that  "concepts  are  all  discontinuous  and 
fixed."  From  this  position  many  difficulties  arise. 
The  only  v/ay  in  v/hich  v:o   cm  conceptually  grasp  "life" 
is  arbitrarily  to  assume  that  it  is  broken  up  into 
static  distinct  parts.  Having  done  this,  it  is  evident 
that  the  intellect  ecjinot  do  justice  to  the  "floY;"  of 
our  innediate  e:rpericnce.  Since  moments  of  time  are 
infinitely  divisible,  by  the  intellect,  no  moment  of 
time  ccn.  ever  pass.   Similarly  motion  from  one  point 
to  another  is  proved  impossible  by  the  intellect, 
since  any  distrjice  in  infinitely  divisible. 

Ihese  then,  so  its  critics  claim,  are  some  of  the 
most  glaring  deficiencies  of  the  "intellect".  On  this 
basis  Eergson  denies  to  our  concepts  any  ability  to 
reverJ.  the  nature  of  reality.  James,  more  fairly, 
admitted  that  concepts  may  give  Jcnov/led.'^e  about  things. 


(1)  iVllliam  James,  A  Pluralistic  Universe   ^,    L54 
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"but  XTC  c&n  only  ccimljielj'  laoom  reality  "by  nynpatlietic 
aoqualntauco  rrith.  It*     "2he  onl^r  rnr  to  upprehend  a 
reellty'e  tl^loTmees  is  either  to  e::^erlenoe  It  directly 
"by  "being  a  pert  or  reality-  oueaclf ,   or  ctojcc  It  In 
iBa^jlnatlon  "by  gynpathc tlcttT  ly  dlvlnlry;  BOatono  ol8«*8 
loDmr  l±£c^'-  CI) 

llie  ftiCt  tii&t  '»Mteiiead  seta  out  to  ofl"cr  a 
**eoherciit,  logical,  ueoccscLiy,  o^'sten  of  ^jenerel  Ideas 
In  tenoB  o£  which,  every  eleoent  or  our  experience  can 
be  Interpreted'    (£)  Indlciitee  thct  he  has  nore  recpect 
for  trie  Intelleot  tlicn  J&oes  cotQ.d  cniotcr.     i^hls  does  not 
iMGD.  that  r.hlteLead  Is  miffcrliig  any  delxiBions*     i« 
vl^rousl;,'  ao  Jac-es,  he  points  out  tlie  deceptive  nature 
of  woi\le  aud  conceptc.     He  denounces  those  who  or.ce 
thou^t  ttiat  "l)y  dctemlnlnc  the  Cleaning  of  Trords  tliey 
could  teco  .c  acquainted  trlth  the  facto,"   (S)     Yet,   there 
Is  the  basic  "belief  ti-i£.t  loan  Is  Justified  in  trying  to 
foruulcte   "flrnt  princiiles^.     Goncepts  are  applicable 
to  obserrec  cocpoaunts  of  ezj^erlence.     lifltapbysics  is 
not  e  :J.ra6c  but  "a  descrliition  of  the  ^nerallties 
which  apply  to  all  the  details  of  practice,"  (4) 

It  is  of  course  true  that  rHi-itehead  s^preew  .vith 


(1)  KlUlom  Jasws,  A  PlurrOlgtlc  Lniyerce         p.  £57 

(£)  A,  II*    ».hltehead,  xrocc  c:  litiT"         p.  4 

(S)  Ibid     p.  18 

U)  Ibid     p.  19 
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James,  that  the  teat  way  to  laiov.  other  things  (act\ial 
entitles)  is  to  have  a  "sympathetic  acqualjatcLnce"  with 
them,  (i.e.  physical  prehension).  Knov/led£;e  by  concepts 
only"touchec  the  Eturfccc",  Iiov;ever,  Vihitohead  advances 
tex   "beyond  James  in  the  value  he  places  on  conceptual. 
knov;ledi^e.  Concepts  provide  a  genuine  av/areness  of  the 
nature  of  rerlity,  i.e.  actx'.r-l  entltlee  vjre   objectified 
by  eternal  objects  (concepts).  A  concept-urJ.  prehension 
ma^  not  be  a  complete  prehension  of  a  real  thing 
(actual  entity)  but  it  Is  a  genuine  prehension  of  sone 
phase  of  a  real  thing. 

ViliiteheG-d's  discussion  of  the  "relational  essence" 
of  eternal  objects,  indicates  his  refusi.-!.  to  accept 
Janes*  theory  of  the  e:j:clusivcnecs  of  concepts.  In  a 
genuine  sense.  Whitehead  clcims,  eternrJ.  objects  imply 
each  other  in  varying  degrees  of  relevance.  Further, 
Whitehead's  theory  of  the  relation  of  eternal  objects 
to  actual  entities  shows  how  a  "rationulist"  (i.e.  one 
who  values  concepts  as  such)  can  avoid  the  mistcJce  of 
trying  to  force  re&lity  into  conceptiial  "noulds'=.  Lach 
actual  entity,  as  will  be  recalled,  determines  what 
concept  (eternal  object)  shell  be  exemplified  in  its 
concrete  life.  ITo  concept  as  such,  determines  v/hat  the 
acturl  entity  shall  be. 
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I'he  essential  piece  of  concepts  (ctomul  objects) 
in  the  life  of  an  actucl  entity  is  indicated,  "by  the 
doctrine  of  conceptual  prehensions.  Concepts  axe   not 
mfituphysici  1  monstrosities  to  he  avoided,  hut  eosoiitial 
elements  in  the  normfJ,  experience  of  a  real  "thine". 

In  e.H   tiiifc,  Whitehead  claims  to  he  reporting  the 
experience  of  ordinary  men.  On  this  hasls  he  outlines 
the  function  of  the  intellect  and  its  concepts.  James 
points  to  misuses  of  the  intellect  (and  its  concepts). 
Having  done  so  he  tends  to  condemn  it.  V^lii teheed 
provides  a  more  halanced  perspective,  more  true  to  the 
ohserved  facts,  ViTien  a  person  uses  a  concept,  he  does 
not  ordinarily  intend  to  cut  the  living  "flov/"  of 
experience  into  parts,  liather,  he  desorihes  the  living 
flow  of  concrete  e:cperienoe  "by  means  of  this  static 
"logical"  concept.  Ihere  is  no  death-dealing  potency 
in  the  concept.  As  static,  it  enahles  lis  to  discuss, 
Intellectuslly,  entities  which  are  not  static,   ihat  is 
a  fact  of  OTir  normcJ.  unmetaphysical  experience. 

Despite  his  evident  debt  to  James,  tliere  are  other 
phases  of  the  thought  of  the  great  prcvcmatist,  which 
(Whitehead  crjmot  accept.  In  his  opinion,  Jar::es  does 
not  siifficiently  accoimt  for  the  "individuality"  of 
things  and  persons,  I'ersons  are  supposedly  cenerated 
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"by  the  oompoiindlnc  of  elements  (of  consclouencBs).   One 
loolc3  in  Vfiin  for  I'liy  emerciJQS  "liidividiitJ."  center  of 
acturlity-  a  cclf-crc&tiiie  cctucJL  entity.  i'Ms  die- 
recr-TcL  for  the  in.dividuf>.llty  of  r..ctuc.l  entities  is  even 
more  Btri3cii\':ly  runlfest  in  Jcjacs*  discuEGion  of  "things" 
in  the  phi'Sicf'-l  v/orld.  For  V.liiteheciL,  they  tjce   societies 
of  acturl  entitles.  These  actual  entities  ere  autonomoias 
centers  of  life,  contri'butin^s  their  data  to  other  actual 
entities.  They  are  real  nattcx's  of  fact,  active  in  the 
life  of  vsi   oh  server  or  UL'cr,  tlirou^i  the  Kcdiuia  of 
contrihutions  made  to  the  inner  life  of  the  observer. 
In  Jerdcs'  schene  of  things,  the  situation  is  startlin^'ly 
different,   "'.Ve  cturve  out  constellations"  (1)  to  cuit 
our  hur.an  purposes  ("by  naming  thcnl),   "".Ve  "break  the 

flu^:  of  reclity  into  things,  at  our  v;ill",  (£) For 

Pre^i^atinm,  ref.lity  is  still  in  the  nalcin^,  pjid  awaits 
port  of  its  completion  for  the  future."  While  it  is 
possl"ble  to  claim  that  the  mind  adds  soiiething  to  a 
total  situation  "by  naming  a  constellj.tlon  of  stars,  it 
is  difficult  to  Justify  the  extrer.e  claim  tlio:t  "we 
"breri:  the  flux  of  sensible  realltj ,  into  things,  at  our 
will,"  As  e  matter  of  fact,  the  real  tl^in^-s  we  experierce 
in  the  Y/orld  do  not  su'bmit  to  this  cavalier  treatment. 


(1)  William  Jar.es,  Prattrmatism     p,   253 

(2)  Ibid         p,   L54 
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It  is  true  that  the  v/orld  Is  still  in  the  nrJcing, 
Certain  reutures  of  the  future  depend  on  our  activity. 
But  many  other  features  will  te,  quite  apart  from 
anything  we  c."ji  do,  Ihese  general  Insichts  are  honored 
in  Vi'hitehead*8  philosophy  and  disregarded  in  that  of 
James, 

As  has  "been  noted.  Whitehead  like  Jaties,  rejects 
the  A"b.-olute,  Iiov;ever,  this  position  in  V.hitehead's 
case  was  based  neither  on  a  series  of  ar£i\iiaents  to 
show  essential  weEJcness  in  the  concept  itself  (  as  in 
A  Plurcaistic  Universe  p,  12:6;  19L;   £96  )  nor  in  an 
appeal  supported  by  a  reference  to  the  individual's 
need  for  freedoa  and  religious  and  raorol  values. 
Villi tehead  accepts  a  pluralistic  v;orld  viev. ,  laltinately, 
because  he  finds  the  universe  to  be  pluro.listic, 
Plr-to  and  V<hltehead 

In  her  interesting  book,  V»hitehead's  Philosjophy  of 
Qrf-anisu.  iiiss  D,  Emmet  devotes  considerable  space  to 
developing  the  thesis  that  there  are  striking  similari- 
ties in  the  thought  of  Plato  and  Whitehead.  It  is  at 
leaat  possible  that  she  has  been  too  enthusiastic  in 
advancing  this  theory. 

Generally  speaking,  both  are  Interested  in  a 
search  for  "the  forms  in  the  facts".  Both  believe  that 
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"tliluGS  \.iAfiu     .L    ..   _'OrLj.  uricc  "by  ;,.  •.    r       -tlclpp.tlon 
lax  the  t-  icli  t-rc  etcirucJL"   (1)*   -         ^   gpc  further 

.  _^   ..  ..     .ivie&:   C-t^)  Ahere  ere  the   u.o  rell-!tectm 

paasa^IMi  la  Pl£tO*8  ^^^tfyjifftr   ^  v^illuh  xnc   "str  :    ur 
8Q£S«ct8  that   "anything  wM.eh  possessee  aiiy  sort  of 
power  to  effect  another  or  to  "be  rffected  "by  nnothcr, 
ha&  rerJ.  existence*"  (L)     and  the  oft  quoted  guestiOQ, 
"Can  yam  ever  be  nade  to  "believe  that  notion  end  life 
aad  coful  and  mind  are  not  preccnt  t/lth  a'bsolute  'bein^7"(3^) 
these,  ;^88  Sfanct  clains,  are  very  like  'Whitehead's 
Btateioesits  oonoexulng  his  actual  entltieo.   (4)     (B)  ^..^ 
iEa^lor  points  out  that  whitehead* &  vlev  of  "the  beconlnc 
of  tosporal  aotualltiee  throu^  the  incTcsslon  of  foms 
is  to  ho  conuected  iTlth  the  view  in  ^hll,^^im  !&},  of 
t«q?oral  actxialitice  ca /^^^'^^'^  ifis  ou^c'^v ^  i^e^   processes 


CD  A,  ii.         tehecii,  ^gw  mfl  HgftAllTf      P-  6S 
*       In  c.  i.0  cr— c  ti-is  sinllarlty  nore  plr.usitle,   tiie 

later  xlcto,  of  the  i:hlle"biis  and  the  >^orlJ.st«  is  here 
considered;   tLc  xlato  vho  h;.i:  left  heliiiid  idii  tl.c   'real" 
traaseendent  "ideas"  of  the  liepu.'blio  and  tl.c  xhredruo. 
He  hr.G  fomulr-tod  tx  tlaeory  trkich  'ascri"bcd  re;  11  ty  to 
oeabers  of  tlxe  "oijced  class";  sow  no  pro'blem  in  the 
relction  of  "ldc&"  to  thlii^;   md  recfo^ed  ell  ideas  as 
nutually  inplylnc:  each  other*  ihio  is  the  i'lato  of  the 
period  hcfr        -  •    '■  ctlon  of  ideas  to  nunhcre, 

(£)  ilato,      _____       i'     247e 

(3)  Ibid      X455r 

(4)  Cf,  Uios  D.  2  ,  -.- :v,«,   ..liitj^ad's  lhilosoi>ha^  of  tr/rcnlsa 

(5)  Plato,   JLe  ^liilehus       1.6-26 
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or  dcvelopnent,  or  r.pproxlEuxtlon  t<mard  a  rl^Lt  pro- 
portion."    (1) 

On  clooe  exeraln&tion,  mch  Ilr tonic  passage  as 
these  really  seem  to  Im  ruxxusT  poor  sramiili:  on  t?lileti  to 
poelt  fundiunentrl  Binllnrltleo  "between  Plato  cuid  V.lii teheed.. 
In  the  IhHehus  dlocucBlon,  ricto  Is  apprjrently  con- 
cerned vrlth  the  ordering  or  use  of  thlncs  al^rcady  in 
C3clt-tciicc.  In  order  to  produce  e  ocrtcln  condition  In 
the  unlTcrs©  or  a  poreon*B  "body.     ^-^  f&r  ac  one  can 
ivAeOf  he  vras  not  concerned  -with  the  creation  of  tlie 
\iltlnate  realities  of  the  univercc.     'ict,  after  all 
Blxltohead's  theory  of  acturJ.  entities  tms  fornulated 
to  deal  T7ith  that  prc'bleci* 

Ihe  sections  fron  the  >io;;)ii,tBt  undouhtodly  seen 
Ejorc  lilce  '•.hitehead's  work.     IiOT/ever,  a  few  scrttered 
phrases  113:e  these,  r/lthout  critlorJ.  eriX)sltlon  and 
support,  di8tl2:otlve  tsoaoss  of  the  Infremiency  of 
their  appearance,  lerd  one  to  v^onder  if  they  can  "be 
teJcsn  as  the  epitoi::e  of  llato'e  final  position,     xhile 
these  pasaa^s  oay  8Uj;gest  iliitehcad's  doctrine  of 
actual  citities,  they  eertrlnly,  in  no  sense,   show  eziy 
evidence  of  rcgerdinc  all  real  entities  ao  "feelers 

(1)  Cf.    .J.ae  D*  }»•  iffliaat,   whltahaart, »  b  ±1-11 
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feeling  feeling".     Plato's  clilef  concern  in  derllng 
T/ltli  concrete  perticiilcjrc  (In  the  period  under  diociiBO- 
lon)  seemed  to  "be:     to  dcn^  tliat  they  v<cre  mere  Inlta- 
tleos  of  ideas*  and  to  ahovr  that  "Ideas"  were  rerJJ^- 
asoifoot  or  present  la  them,  lmu.  ^llat  pt-rticuli-r 
thlu^o  were  reul*     'xhat  seeiiied  to  "be  as  for  ae  he 
cared  to  co*     At  tja;^  rate  when  irlato  ccne  to  define 
the  ultimate  conponento  of  phj/sical  tuii^c  (In  the 
glaaeas)  he  referred  to  ^cooetricea  foms  licing  inpooed 
on  "eapty  space ''»   (or  souethinc  Blniler  to  v/iic.t  tiiat 
tera  implies  to  us)  tj'   tju  artisan  creator*     xmi*c  is 
no  ref ereiiCe  to  aelf-orot.tive  centers  of  feeling:  or 
life*     I'lato*8  docti'liic  of  the  soiil,  as  a  divine 
product  enjoying  rel)irtlxB,  is  tloo  very  different  from 
SQiltchead's  analysis  of  "nyself"  at  a  octant  of  solf- 
creatire  experience*     £hua,  despite  the  apparent 
siailaritiee  in  the  passa^jcs  quoted  from  Plato »  the 
dlffcgfciioes  which  dlstiu^uieh  iihitehead's  work  frou 
that  of  ilato  tire  far  aore  iSfiftiiiaiii-  ^*  is  "tiiie  that 
aXmrn  SsBBSt  does  not  intend  to  identify  k>hitchead  with 
Plato:      "1  uish  to  uuov  noy  corttin  ^'cnoral  ideas 
suogciitod  ty  Plato  arc  v/orJced  out  in  a  new  fozn  \^ 
bMtcLcuil(l}iioweTer  she  does  tend  to  07cr«apiia8i::e  the 


(1)  iiies  J),-*.ixir.iet,  V.hl .  lo^orihy  of  ^vr/.yA'^n 

p.  J.-"- 
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the  verj   ii-ciiercJ.  sluilcrltlee  which  do  exist* 

lhl8  interpretation  of  llitis  innct'c  prcced-uro  is 
further  eutstcntiuted  by  pji  excxilnatlon  of  lier  oomp- 
urit^on  of  llr.to'e  end  UMtclieod's  theories  of  God, 
Aocordln^:  to  IHbb  ikaaet,  they  h&TO  thie;  in  coonon,  th&tt 
"the  reason  there  should  "be  u  'prooeso  of  "boconiinc*   at 
cJJL  is  to  be  loo3cod  for  in  the   'coodneet  of  God'."   (1) 
Yet,  tlxre  la  this  fundamentfJ.  difference .  that  v.iiile 
Plato  concciveo  God  as  en  txtiscn,  bxiildinc  tLron^ 
interraeditsrics,  c  "good  vorld",   &8  nuch  like  hlnsolf , 
as  is  possible;    ■.hlteheed*s  God  is  only  effective  t-s 
a  Ixire,  by  reason  of  the   "cood"   (i.e.  edequtitc)  orcan- 
izfwtion  of  etemd  objects,  v.hich  provide  patterns 
(and  other  data  if  the  conseQuent  nature  is  concidered) 
to  £ulde  the  t>clf-  vc  action  of  totuil  entities. 

^8C  QsEiet  professes  to  find  a  striving-  analogy 
be^i^een  ..xu.tebead*8  theory  of  the  detemlnation  of 
creati\.'  Liirou^  participation  In  the  fortuj'' 

(eternal  oLOccts)  and  Plato's  doctrine  of  the 
"persuasion  of  <x^ciy'<^     by    ^^'^^  •',   (i;)     ^s  has  been 
noted,  her  lntcri;retfition  of  vhe  natijre  of  "creativity" 
(vhlch  inaccurately   she  here  identifies  T/ith   o.vo.yKx      ) 


(1)  mas  D^Li.BoDet,  VOil teheed* u  .liilo.  cT>hy  of  Or/gBnisn 

P»      VXit- 


p 

(£)   Cf,   Ibid  p,  £30 
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is  entirely  fiOlaciouD.     ilie  creative  proccos  of  ony 
aotufJ.  entity  r:hloh  f;alcLctJ  ItG  developing  life  Tsy 
refcroaoe  to  c^cx-iuxl  ©"bjccts  enviBaced  In  God'o 
iiriaoniieuL  nature,  is  In  no  \tc^  analocouc,  as  fpx  as 
the  creiitod  pcrtlcuLora  sxe  concerned,   to  the  production 
oX  axrt  otJecLu  u^'  a  great  artlot.     In  the  opinion  of 
Plato,  Ciod  iopfcrte  "form"   (Idea  pcttcmD)  to  & 
recalcltriint  "nictter*"  (metcrlEl)  r^s  test  he  cen, 
Aocordlne  to  V.Mtehend,  seiX-crcr.tlve  e.ctur-1  entitles 
prchcnd  stich  f  oras  gs  they  care  to  uee  in  their  OT<n 
self-creative  proceoti.     ihere  Is  no  fomJ.eoB  stuff 
stubtomly  resictliis  iise  in  the  crer.tivc  prooosa. 

ihere  1b  a  further  Inportcnt  dictlnction  tetvxeen 
the  pocltious  of  i'l&to  and  V.hltehead  vrltli  reference  to 
God*     In  the  thoiit^lit  of  i-lato,  God  "looks  to"  tiie 
**ldoa£i",  arrtnoed  oiid  inter-related,  rordy  for  "oee, 
fthltchocd  "believes  tiiat  it  is  God's  prlnordlrJL  function 
to  t.'-uvC;  m  Gtl'.CTvrizc  chcotic  HEelccEj  r.r.cc  of  eternal 
oL^cctu  vatiiin  .-lo  coucci-tucJ.  enviseeeuent  and  theret>y 
catabliBh  their  relational  essence*     KiC  "Idaao"  ere 
for  Plato's  God,  eirfcernal  drt?  to  "be  uced  cm  recuired. 
Wliitcxxe?.:Ai.*8  eternrl  objcclu  -lac  essential  conponents 
of  God's  prinordicJ.  nature.     It  is  formed  "by  God's 
conceptual  i)rehencicn  and  cvtJLuation  of  these  etemei 
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objects,  v.iilcli  lie  absorbs  in^o  ihg  lirmedlacy  of  I1I&  life. 

!^lzuc,  it  is  true  ilxct  ^ihltoheeA  staxids  In  the 
"xlt.tonlc  tr:all-lion" ,   if  tl-.r.t  tcm  is  00  defloed  es  to 
te  cli^tic  ».  .        ,       V.  .     ...  ^  ,  rtioulflT  Aoei^rlneB 

there  is  Utt  on^     xl&to  rjid  whitehead  share 

Qosy  of  the  f  tntrl  insiciite  oi  l.id,     Hotrever, 

tbc  mode  of  expression  is  go  different,  the  point  of 
Tlev  80  divergent  thr t  even  in  the  noct  fuvoratle 
ccu>eCt  apparent  siiilloritieE,  on  closer  cxr^.l nation, 
are  discovered  to  "be  rather  netulotie* 

In  cjOBveT  to  those  iAu>  clfiri  tiir.t  the  tl-eory  olf 
oternt-l  otjects  is  difficult,  danoCi^us  and  nnnececspry. 
Whitehead  sinxjl^r  ijoints  to  certrln  ordinary  sorts  of 
ezpcriexicc.     Ue  are  aware  of  definite  possltilities 
(Intellectually  apprcliended )  v.hich  lo  not  seen  to  eaerce 
froa  cxpcricr:ce»      "llo  c-s5iloi>iCiii  oi'  uct;/  stur  cun  ^ncrete 
the  nultiplication  tt-Llc  by  cay  gcnetic-functionin^:,''  (1) 
Shere  was  a  dr-.~er,   in  the  cace  of  Tie. to,  that  etemrl 
olj^ccte  al^t  l>c  set  up  c.z  eup-x   c  reality,  iraplyinc  t. 
denid  of  iJJ.  redlty  to  the  tcnporrl.  m>rld,     Xhe  vrcy 
In  vtLlch  V.xJ. teheed  avoids;  all  this  has  beezi  zioted.   (£) 


(1)  J>^  hm  iU.tcliccji,  j-loi^  icu 

(L)  Cf.  ihosie,     p,    21 
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Whltcicui  ttclicveo  thnt  a  rcfertnoa  to  •t«>nal 

ol)Ject8  Is  neoesBfiy  to  ejcplMn  the  fact  tlint  a  qu.  llty 
Clntellcotiulij-  _dod)  v/hJch  ie  e  riod  at  one 

Bleo«  (the  ci;G;::pllfl cation  tel^i^;-  sciictioxici^      __.,    .     ; 

Tv^  rJ.Eo  tc  cxeupllfled  at  aaothcr  locms,  othcrv/lec, 
■UL43  obt.can,xi:  sl:;llf)rity  ceiinot  be  c.ccouiitod  for.  lyio 
patches  of  red  nust  iiavo  "reiaees"  In  goixs^ozl* 

In  discuBBlne  ctcrnrJ.  otjccte,   VJiltehecAi  notes  a 
distinction  l}ettr»ea  luc   "objective  oijcclce'    aiid  the 
"aubjcctlve  Siocles".     ihis  differentiation  ie  ai-de  on 
the  basis  of  tiic    lOdc  cf  in^ceslon  of  ctoriul  oticcts 
into  actual  entitier.     ^.^^  cter-icJ.  object  is   'obJeotivc" 
if  it  is  en  elcacnt  in  the  definltcnese  of  aoiae  ooliuJ. 
entity  (or  nczus)  which  is  (or  provides)  the  datun  of  a 
fecllnc.     /^SL  eternrJ.  object  is   "subjective'    12  it  ia  .-n 
eleaent  in  the  ^  .ive  fora  of  soue  fcelii:^.     In  its 

function  as  on  e^ent(  factor) in  tlic  process  of  objocti- 
fication  (note  the  netiire  of  this  function,  ihceis  p,  3^ 
an  cterurJ.  object  ccji  on^j-  be  an  object,  i.e.  it  is 
always  ese-ilified  in  data.     It  ie  neror  cizenplified  in 
a  subjective  fom,-for  tl^e  uinplc  rcacon  tl.at  data  lj^ 
not  subjective  for:ae» 

ahic  laiiijle,  ..titer  of  fact,  distinction  has  led 
critics  to  clain  thr.t  1  "hltehead  is  setting  up  a  hard  and 
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fast  diet luct Ion  betvrecn  tv;o  tipeo  ot   eternal  objects. 

As  a  natter  of  fact  the  dlotlxictlcn  la  onXjr  functloiirl. 

i.e.  an  etcrmJ.  object  Ib  "objective"  If  it  Is  «3tMipll* 

fled  in  a  datun;  on  eternal  object  is  •'oubjectlve"  If 

It  lo  exemplified  in  a  Bubjeotlve  fom*  It  is  strrjricG 

to  find  xiiiss  fiBuaet  Bugt7estln6'  that  ca^^   the  "objective 

8peolc8'*"bear  rjiy  pocsiblo  tJialog^r  to  the  rin.tonlc 

Ider.o,'*  (1)   iicr  recoil  from  "Whitehead*  c  unrestricted 

iniili-xratlon  policy"  in  ellowixv:  etemrl  objects  for 

nodes  or  feeling  (subjective  foras)  is  hrjrdly  necessciy, 

Uirely  a  node  of  feeling  cm  be  the  exanplif icr  tion  of 

on  oternrl  object,  Incldentelly  such  etemrl  objects 

have  as  ctiich  ri^-^ht  to  bo  concepturJJ^  envisa^^  in 

God's  prlr.ordirl  nature  as  the  eternal  object  of  "nud" 

or  tiie  eternal  object  of  "beauty",-  that  is  to  sny, 

they  fire  j  11  posBibilltlcc  which  arc  conceptually 

prehcnded  by  hooen  minds. 

Once  r^Tdn,  it  nost  be  noted  tlxat  the  distinction 

betr;een  subjective-  and  objective  etemrl  objects  la 

flmotional*  j^    JiitcLcad  states  it:   "'Uie  (nny)  etern.1 

object  can  function  both  cubjectlvcly  anA  relrtively 

(objectively).  It  ccn  be  a  private  elcnent  in  a 

subjective  for,  and  alco  an  e^ent  in  the  objcctification." 

(D 

(1)  iiiGS  D.l.,Lcnact,   ..liiteh—iA's  -j-hll  oi'  tr,Tt^,nian 


(£)  ii.»  l%»  i.hitehead,  process  and  ..ccllty      p,  446 

tJndcrlliilKs  ^'^"^^  'ix-Zxj'cets  nine. 
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Cate/:orles 

It  ie  k»oueti;..c;..   ;.;..;xd  \u^    ....itOii.ea4  htxB  elgiit 
Catocories  of  ^Jdatenco;  tweiit^  X^rioe  of 

ixpls-iin-tioii;  aiid  nine  GcitocorecJ.  Cblicti-tlonfl,     Mb 
nnsver  lo  dclicht.^illy  ::inple,     lie  bcllcvoo  Uiiit  the 
entiticB  referred  to  cn&.  the  functlonB  deecrited  are 
dieeover&'ble  Ifl  earperlence*     Iheae  cateeorles  ape 
slnply  stcter.entB  of  tlxc  otcerved  facte.     As  Hiss  losiatt 
aptl;/  ©xprcsoes  the  natter :     ''It  (the  tc"ble  of  (w-atos- 
ories)  is  not  a  dictatorial  or  ^  priori  aaecrtion  of 
first  prlricli)lee,  "but  a  formulation  of  general  Ideao 
vMch  have  Tseen  v.-rouf^lit  out  of  &  lone  uoriee  of  critical 
inquiries,"  (1) 

It  will  iiave  "been  noted  that  in  the  ooia'oe  of 
this  tiiCclB  no  .  to  disoi-ai^ioii  hru>  tccii  aocordod 

to  tlx  Tax'ious  oatejorleib*     Illustrctiona  of  Bocie  of 
theza  have  been  noted,     /ftcr  all,   the  eixjoirl  nfipeg 
and  muabere  which  Vihltehead  apxjlics  to  the  principles 
exeraplified  in  Xhm  "behavior  of  the  univeree  f^rc  of  ninor 
iaportanoe*     S!he  ^aslo  oAttM?  ia  to  note  cad  evt^JLuate 
thece  bacic  principles,  in  terne  of  v;liloh  V.Mteiiead 
BcelcQ  to  do  Justice  to  every  event  -.Yiiich  occurii. 


(1)  ^.Icjs  ij»  .L»  iiiniet,     '  "  ^  *^Mi^*^     ^  ^  - ^f^jY  o^ 

1.  -s  nine* 
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Sooletles  of  Aotuol  iaitltlco: 
Hue  ttoria  of  "iSff-eiy  JDey" 
Persons  cuad  'i3ilQ£;s 

^cletles  of  Aotuca  aititi— 

Xhe  preoedin^  dlBoussloxi  hee  apparently  had  little 
"becriiie  on  tlic  ordinary  •^pii^olcal"  objects  of  everyday 
experience.  ConBiderc-ble  reference  hws  been  made  to 
fanmn  experience,  aeconpeziied  by  tiie  olalm  that  a 
■onent  of  so-cRlled  "BMatel"  experience  (e,c«  feelinc 
ofaa^r^  content, or  apprelicnBlon  of  a  posBlbility 
I.e.  an  eternfJ.  object)  night  be  reccrded  in  ito 
strooture  of  experience*  ae  a  typical  aotU£l.  entity* 

Yet  this  difficulty  presents  itself;  acturJ. 
entities  incessantly  rise  and  pass  away*  Hot/  ocm  one 
explain  the  evident  penaanence  of  observed  physical 
objects  end  the  apparent  continuity  of  otir  felt  self- 
identity.  In  order  to  ^eet  such  questions,  ^diitehead 
forcmlr.tes  his  theory  of  "BooietieB".  In  this  »ray  he 
cxplfJLns  how  the  everyday  world  of  cosaoon  sense  can 
be  aooounted  for  In  terns  of  recvlly  rerl  tliliigs,- 
aetorl.  entities. 

ihe  fact  that  societies  arise  is  due  to  the 
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fujndancnt&l  uetr.ph^/Qio&l  clttLctlon  of  the  ixxicuie&oe  ot 
all  &cti;uxl  exitltlcu  in  cci^six  otiier.  In  tJUc  sense 
described  in  the  txieory  of  prehejQ&iono.     \.iieix  tlie  ootoial 
entities  in  eny  selected  crov^  arc  interrelated,  only 
in  tiiia  fjeiicrol  ociicc,-  tko  group  is  c?Hod  e  "nc:ai.c " » 
A  ''society"  is  the  rccnlt  of  e  nore  specific,  intiiititc 
oort  of  interrelationship  called  "soclcl  order",     this 
sitiiction  is  described  thus:      "A  nexus  envoys   *socicJ. 
order'  v;hen  there  is  e.  oocinon  eleoant  of  fom  illiuitrated 
in  the  definiteness  of  each  of  its  incltided  actual 
entities,  and  tiiis  connon  clenent  of  forn  oriccs  in 
each  nenber  of  tiie  nesaus  by  rcfwoon  of  tiie  coioditiono 
imposed  upon  it  by  its  preiiensiono  of  eoiac  other 
laeiabcrs  of  the  nexus,  and  tiicoe  j^irchcxuiions  inpocc  ti.at 
oondition  of  reproduction  by  reason  of  their  inclusion 
of  positive  f eelinos  involving  that  coansn  fom.     ^iuch 
a  nexus  is  ccJ.led  a  "society',  rnd  tiie  eomson  fom  is 
th«  •dcfiniri£;  cliort^stcrietic*   of  that  society."  (1) 

In  order  tiiat  theiic  qiicJ.ificetions  be  ;.et,  it  is 
evident  that  a  society  ciust  Involve   "antecedents  and 
subsequents"   (£),  or  teaporol  contiguity.     ^^  j^urcl^- 
"coiitet.ijcriory'-  ei*oup  of  actueJL  entities  ceuld  not  fom 
a  society  since  as  such  they  co^ild  iiavc  no  direct 

(1)  A.  Urn  \. hi  teheed,  ^dvcntupcL  of  Ideas       -o.  261 
(£)  Ibid     p.   £61 
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InterrelationG*     ii.ov/evcr,  (cs  L:  t..  Icon  noted)  there  la 
an  ludiroct  typo  of  rolatlonulilp  enjojod  by  contemporary 
oocnelona,  vrhlch  Is  "bfiBed  on  tlvo  faot  thRt  the  paste 
of  the  fiotual  ontltlea  In  question  have  Boi-cthinfj  In 
ooicrion,  co  each  inlierlto  froa  Its  peat  slullt^r 

Clements,     In  this  sense   "tiie  Interrelations  of  the 
present  arc  derived  fron  a  reference  to  the  past,"   (1) 
aails  state  of  oJufcdLre  Is  called  spatltJL  c  _^, 

"iiiduraiice"  In  tlie  •universe  Is  accotuatcd  for  Ly 
the  function  of  aocletioE,     An  acttuil  entity  only 
beconcB,  and  pcriiiLce;  but  a  teniJorcJ.  or  llnecr 
EucceB£:lon  of  actui;!.  entitles,  in  a  ceaoc,   "carries 
on":     (A)  Ihe  sarae  defining  chcji^xtcrlstlc  continues 
to  be  exemplified;   (B)  iherc  Is  a  nutiial  innanence 
(objectifloation)  of  the  cuccesnive  occcisionB,     i>vich 
a  tenporal  eerlal  mieee«0ion  of  occasions  of  experience 
is  called  a  "personal  society",     liowihly  spealdiis,  a 
molecule,-  r.  slt^ilc  hletorlo  route  of  occaciono-  Is 
en  example  of  such  a  pereonol  society.     It  ic  of  course 
evident  tliat  sono  other  type  of  society  nust  exist  to 
account  for  tlxe  nore  conplex  Interrelations  of  acturl 
entitlcc,     i'or  cxf-i^-ple,  an  aniaal  body  crji  only  be 

(1)  A,  il»  V<hl teheed,  ^wdvcntures  of  Ideaa        p«  £60 
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tlioiicht  of  as  a  coclety  Involving,  not  a  elnplc  lliiecr 
tenporrJL  oequencc  of  occaclons,  but  rather  a  Tast  mi:  iter 
of  ocoanlonB  spatlcOLLj-  and  tcuport-lly  coordinated,     iicre 
(In  an  anlnal  body)  the  enphaoio  Id  specif lor lly  on 
Bpatinl  coordination,  in  a  prcuont  i4)nciut,  and  extending 
1>aok  to  the  past  and  fonroxd  to  a  procTpectivo  future* 
/n  onlnrl  body,  at  any  monent  la  conposcd  of  a  vrot 
group  of  contcnrorrjy  occr^lonc,   co^ordinrted  by  the 
extremely  tenuous  liiilrr-^TC  vAilch  is  all  thr.t  is  c.vcilr.ble 
for  conter.porr.ry  actual  cntitlec,   (1) 

It  lo  evident  that  "each  living  body  is  a  society, 
v/hich  is  not  perconpl."  (/  )   "But  rnoet  of  the  aniinals. 
Including  all  the  vcrtebrftes ,   seen  to     .rve  their 
DOcirl  B;,Btcn  donina.tcd  by  a  subordinate  society  TAiich 

is   '  perconeJL  •  • — init  tiie  loror  ferns  of 

anlLicl  life,  ciid  all  vco'c nation,   ccc     -^o  Ir.clz  the 
doolnaooe  of  an^*  Included  persoiiul  socict^^*     ^  tree  ia 
a  denocrncy,"  (C) 

ilie  nature  of  the  "dominance'    exercised  by  the 
personal  society  is  v/orth^-  of  note,     21ac"pcr8onal 
society",  or  more  accurately,  the  conponent  actual 


(1)  Cf,  A,  H.   Whitehead,  ;.dvcnt\ijcs  of  Idcr  o     p,   252 
(L)  Ibid       p.   2G4 
(3)  Ibid       p,   204 
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ontitleB  (1)  onnnot  foroe  cn^   line  or  activity  on  the 
Bp&tlol  ooclety  In  v/liicii  It  rindB  Itself,     It  C£^  only 
provide  dp.ta  cuid  truet  that  this  d&tr.  v/lll  te  toloui 
into  the  "bclxig  of  the  actud  ej'tltlcD  fomlng  the 
•odetgr  oollcd  the  mint*!,  bod^  (or  Q.t  ler^t  some  ports 
of  it).   (£) 

VihlteiMiad  has  imoh  of  interest  to  point  mit,  TTith 
reference  to  the  honsn  peroonality.     llie  "ecro"  oet  on 
a  pedeetcJ.  "by  i>oscnrteo  tiirns  out,  in  ViMtehetui's 
opinion,  to  be,  not  an  end'uring  entity  tut  a  scries 
of  oocasione.   (3)     'jiie  ego  or  nlnd  ie  the  final  route 
of  presiding  "percipient  -— occr.cione  — — perhapti  sone 
threod  of  hapxicnijaes  tmnderlnc  la  'etipty'   space  eznid 
the  Intereticics  of  tl^e  brcl-u,  — — I^  reason  of  the 
bod^ ,  v;ith  its  nirficle,  of  order,  tiic  treasures  of 
the  past  environnent  arc  poured  into  the  living  occrusion, 
———In  its  turn,  this  oulmin&tion  of  "bodily  life. 


(1)  Olie  society  is  not  itself  a  distinct  entltj',  bcln^ 
01  "  '<-iV  a  scri(  G  of  fxctucJL  entltioc,  v.t 

it  „  ,-  at  any  one  conent  a  percoiirl  ^,  •  , 

BO  far  as  present  existence  is  concerned,   is  qiio 
entity,  which  has  .or 

t.cuxi'c-L  entity,   qui.-    _ ._...  ,....     ....    _,.d 

a  coxnmon  eternal  object  as  defining  (  tcrlctic, 

(iL)   Cf,  -  •  li,   l.Lil;  ,   process  rjid  ..c.  xlty       p,  166 

(3)   Cf.  Ibid     p.   llu 
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trenemlts  Iteelf ,  as  an  clement  of  novelty  throu^out 
the  avcnucB  of  tiic  'body*  Its  sole  use  to  tlie  l»ody  Ic 
Its  vivid  orlclnixllty :     it  io  tiie  orc^Ji  of  novelty."  (1) 

Concerning  the  ancient  hope  of  "InnortCillty", 
Ihltehead  saysi     "How  far  this  ooiil  (a  x'orsoni  1  Bocloty 
of  ocoaolons)  finds  a  aupx^oirt  for  Its  oxistcace  Loyond 
the  body  le-  another  question*     Iho  everlr  ritln^;  nature 
of  God»  which  In  a  sen^e  in  non-touporal  and  in  another 
sense  is  teupoirJ.,  nay  eGtnhllt^i  v/lth  the  soul  a 
pecullerly  intense  relationship  of  uutucJL  looanence* 
Sims  in  soine  inportcait  sense  the  existence  of  the  8<ml 
oey  "be  freed  from  its  complete  dependence  upon  the 

"bodily  orci-nlon, — -Uut  It  is  to  "be  noticed  ttiat  the 

pereoneJLity  of  rji  anlnnl  orgcjilsn  may  be  more  or  lees. 
It  is  not  r.  aere  question  of  having  a  soul  or  of  not 
having  a  soul,     ihe  quekJtlon  is,  liov;  nuch,  if  any?"  (2) 

Plnally,   (and  this  Justifies  tho  procedure  in 
tooQBlxis  attention  on  octtuj.  eaitltles  aad  pci^in^ 
relatively  little  attciitlon  to  so-cc.llod  conii^on  sense 
objects  of  the  jjhicicrl  v/orld)  afy  quality  or  chcracter- 
istlc  aanlfested  by  an  omgEaalaa  or  society,  nust  be, 
without  rentiliidcr,  bixced  on  the  e:^ericnoes  of  (i.e.  be 
found  In)  a  ooapensnt  actual  entity  of  that  society  or 


(1)  A.  H.  ,  -  cr.lity   p.  516 

(£)  A.  n,  ..nx  i,c.-t.;  u.  Ideas   p.  £C7 
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oz^B&alBn*     Urns  BO  ziovcl  gucuLltles  e£3«rs«,  appllo&ble 
to  the  OTSfiXxlsa  or  society  aa  aojoli.   l.e*  which  ure  act 
found  In  soste  of  ti^e  cocx>oncjit  actoial  entities*     Sxua, 
it  is  evident  that  &  "Boclety"  (a£  vras  emphasized 
preYloualjr*  'iiiesiB,  p  3.71-)  io  not  r.  dictlnct  eritity 
Tfith  Kutononouc  po\7crs  equrJL  or  greater  than  esn  nctutil 
entity.     iJJ.  that  c  society  is  or  otm  do  is  explicable, 
VTithout  renalnder  in  terno  of  the  ooaponent  actupJl 
entities* 
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Chapter  VI 
CriticiBm 

lu  the  ooux'uc  oi:  Uilu  •xsfOBltloia.  of  l«Mtei.caA*s 
philooopLy,  certain  "epparcnt"  InedeQUccles  of 
expressloji  Imre  hevx  noted*     It  vofi  also  pointed  out 
that  the  various,  ratlier  etrllrlD^t  dlffcrejicos  between 
erdinszy  actiial  entitles  and  Ck>d  (1)»  rnlse  at  least 
the  shadov;  of  a  doubt,  in  one's  nlud  vns  to  ^ke  Jtistioe 
of  Qiltcli.e&d'6  claim  that:      "God  lo  not  an  exception 
to  all  categories*"  (£)     liOT/evcr,  the  ceuse  in  nhlch 
this  is  true  was  novcd*   (I.e.  Ciod  uc^  not  be  ei^cactly 
like  nil  otuer  txjtutJL  entities;,  but  concepts  appllccble 
to  our  c:cperienco  c&n  be  t;.pplled  to  Ooc's.) 

It  is  tJ.so  surprlslnc  to  find  >.iJ.  i,u^.oad  apparcntljr 
opposing  ills  i4£utJ.  Tier;  of  actual  entities  in  the 
follov/lu^  quotation;      "It  is  evident  tLat— — — £fij|^iflfij£ 
occexlon  ccji  be  celled  livinf:*     Life  is  the  coordination 
of  tlie  neutf^l  spontaneities  thzroughout  the  oocacions  of 
a  oocifcty.'    (3)     *'.s  has  been  very  evident,   i.Lltehead 
habltutdly  asoribes  life  to  c^  actutJ.  entity  t  ^-s  such, 
I'or  extUiiplo,    "Uhe  notion  of  life  ixiplicu  a  ocrt.sln 


(1)  Cf.  'iJieois,     p.     98 

(£)  A,  Bm   V.hitcherd,  .troccsG  tuid  :.firJ.ity       p«   5£1 

i'j)  iw«  lj«   Khltcuead,  p.  £66 
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Ate»latasi«ss  et  Belf-enjoynert,  — ■rlclxic  ov.t  oT  this 
pro— SB  of  cpprcpmtlon,     I  have  terr.cd  ecch  IndlvlducJ. 
act  of  lomodlf.te  eolT-enJ oynent ,  aii  'occtcion  of 

«scp«rl«noe*  (aoturO.  entity),  I  hold  thtt  theec- 

are  tlie  really  real  thlnee*"   (D     Apparently  feMtehcfA 
is  \islnc  the  tern  In  two  BenB«0« 

iOl  this  criticism  aorae  In  tiie  circle  of  Whitehead's 
foanoolated  principles,-  tixooe  stated  in  tt.e  "Cetecoxy 
of  tlie  Lltlitte'  ;   the  eight  Uategorleo  of  xjcistencc; 
twenty  seven  Ct-tOoOi'los  of  ftqAflnation;  and  the  nine 
Categoreal  OtlleeUons.     WhltAhesA,  hlaeelf ,  v^truld  te 
the  last  one  to  clcln  that  there  mts  any  "cttcccrlctil 
obll^&tlon"  to  accept  all  these  Gategovies*     Us,  of 
coTirsc,  "bellevee   ,  In  Platonic  lao^pos^,  thct  M*^ 
position  Is  the  "uoot  likely  story"  (i.e.  has  a  ^renter 
proportion  of  truth). 

^Ince    .hlteheed's  philosophy  is  (or  has  nany 
cleiaents  in  coooon)  a  fora  of  paspcgrohlsn  (£),  the 
Vpe  of  crlticisB  oam  to  be  attempted,  fdJUj  In  socoe* 
v/hr.t  cowrsntlsaal  lines. 

howerer,  "before  prooeedlne  to  this  natter,  it 
nielit  be  well  to  gatlier  together  whitehead's  T&rloua 


(1)  ^i,  li.    iiiiitchet^d,  Imturc  '    o       -^ , 

.    .  linderl  -T  brilu.- e. 

(£)  i4  defined,  Cf.  'wheals,     p.     147 
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theorloc  rtiloh  ludlcr.te  hio   "panpsychlBtlc"  bi  oie, 
liiere  io  for  cxaople,  his  rjizO^DlB  of  tlio  natiiro  of 
en  actual  entity.     It  ie  oocipoa«d  of  foollii£:s  (pre* 
hensiono,  or  ccts  of  av/uceness)  of  ^.ta  (vsMcL.  t-re 
eJLao  called  (a)  iMfcttaSS.^*  is  latter  point  ic  to  be 

pertioxilfirly  noted.     j>at£..  Tor  example  the  so-oalled 
"Ben8«  data",  are  ultlrar-tely   "eiiotioxuil",     Charles 
liartshome  (1)  e^cpresscs  the  -^rttor  thus,-  the  exper- 
ienced qurJ-ities  of  color,  f;oiuid,  or  c::)ell,  are 
pafoporly  dcccribable  aa  ("b)  feolinr:.     These  data  are 
prehended  with  a  ce-rtcjji  subjective  forn  t.hich  is 
also  ocJJ.ed  a  (c)  feeling,     ihis  is  a  third  uea^  of 
the  tcn.:,-in.cidently,  the  most  xisual  one,     H'ecllnc  in 
this  sense  neane,  ecKjtional  response,  ouoh  as  pleasure, 
pain,  acceptance,  rejection,  disgust  and  conociouoness. 
It  is  to  be  noted  that  l^hlt«head  does  not  olaia  that 
all  c-ctucl  entities  liave  conscioii&neas*     £he  esscntifil 
"pSjcMc"  clc.xnt  is  for  hia  not  "coneciousnees"  but 
"fcellne". 

In  v.liltehcad's  discussion  of  various  problens,  v;e 
find  further  evidences  of  the  panpsychistio  point  of  view: 

!•  lie  refers  to  the  fact  that  recent  devolopnents 
have  sliovai  us  that  natter  can  no  longer  be  regarded  as 


(1)  Cf,  C.  hnrtsliorne,    "On  oo-c  Crltiolsns  of  "hitchend's 

rl.  -.cvicp 


-%j  *    » 
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ct&tlo  and  llfelGBG.     The  ■uptinnio  la  now  ml  iwrgy  snA 
life. 

i..    ..i^teiitead  al&o  poii..t  to  tl.c  8o->oall«d  "Principle 
or  Contlxruity"*     Xhls  thcor:,   ctre^ses  the  fcuit  thrt  it 
Is  difficult,  if  not  ixtpessitle  to  cLlsoorer  a  lercl 
of  ezlsteuce  in  vrMch.  life,  or  feeling,  le  act  fonnd,- 
at  leiu^t  in  iMue  tennotis  or  va^ue  foro* 

2*  iixGre  is  reference  to  the  elf  in  thc^t*-  cince 
ire  aro  In  closest  touoh  vlth  re&lity  in  OTsr  otm  inner 
experience,   tMs  provides  tbo  h^at,  indeed  tix  onl^, 
lesitlnete  key  to  tiic  nature  of  d^  recJ.ity»  Ui.iteiicad 
is  able  to  ■o'batantlate  this  theosy  oorc  fully  tluoi 
a»at  panpsjehlste*     IMs  is  dnc  to  the  cco-eful  vay  in 
Ktilch.  he  TTorlcs  out  the  details  of  hie  clcln  that  tl^cre 
is  a  literal  presence  of  (phnz^cc  of)  otl.er  ootucl. 
entitiee  in  tlie  experience  of  ojogr  eotual  entity*     'ilxus 
it  is  posci'ble  to  loiov  other  thln^  directly,  in  c 
sense,  and  so  ftxrunlne  their  natures* 

4*  One  of  V;hiteheed*s  clilef  eoihiisee  is  the  fact 
tliT.t  his  theory  o£  i-xtuel  entitles  oakes  possible  a 
solution  of  the  old  probleu  of  interaction  betiiein 
entities*     I^  the  abandoiBBent  of  the  traditional, 
doctrine  of  ;.  ,   the  xic^   is  clecxcd  for  a 

fornolction  hy  rrhioh  Interaotlon  is  aooomted  for  in 
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t«nas  of  the  trnrxfcr  of  fe«liri^  twtm  «■•  feeler  to 
azLOtiicr*     il.l&  prcccss  is  ziot  a  o^xtcry,  Irct  e  eonfLltlon 
of  tixe  bclA^  and.  cxlctencc  of  the  entities  cono«ni«d« 
In  this  WB^  the  ^oimd  v;or]c  for  a  solution  of  th« 
pro'blene  of  X>ucJLl8ri,-  1x>dy~aind  onA.  olnd-'O'bJcct,-  Is 
Ibid. 

5«  'uJic  usxial  paxips^chlctic  eiaphaalfi  on  the  £reedea 
of  entities  fi-on  absolute  deteraliiation  in  rcoordaDfO* 
vlth  fixed  laws,-  is  erldent  in  uhlteheacL's  tlieory  of 
the  tmtonoz^  of  actual  entitles*     'ilxie  is  erea  more 
Btrondi'  EPI^rorent  in  hirj  olrdn  thf^t  pfartlcular  lr-\7S 
depend  or  the  self -ere  t.tlvc  activity  of  oooletles, 

6,   Ihe"proT)lea"  es  to  h'j:       .:  .clovoiicsr   'arises 
fSroB  loT/cr  levelD,   is  erplclnr  .hout  dlffioTilty, 

It  is  not  stated  that  It  is  a  "function  of  sensations" 
(1);  rather,   "consciouaness"  is  a  possible  subJeetlTe 
form  (selected  fron  the  rerJLa  of  etornnl  ob^lects) 
TUhlch  is  noturlized  by  a  oertr.in  corplox  type  of 
aotUEJL  entity. 

iliia  refercr.cc  to  eternr  1  objects  rjid  ticlr 
«3Ben(plif  lent  ion,  ii  .38  a  charc^terietic  of 

Tibl teheed* s  position  \7hlch  is  not  very  erldent.   if 

(1)  Cf,  C«  :.«  ^tron^,  ''"^  ^i^dijfc  ^'"^  ^'limfc 
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at  all.  In  tlie  tLo%iit  of  noot  yaOffiVohlB'tc,     iiiic  ceta 
the  ceneTvOu  inprcs»lon  that  ulnco  f©ellji,x^  fore  tlie 
ultiiaate  ©ieacxita  In  the  univci'sc,  ILc  1  Id  about 

"•BSttzioes"  and  "cterual  oT>Jeot3",  tl.c  'better.   (1) 
VhltelieacL.  liowercr,  stresoes  tl.e  Inportruico  of  eternal 
©"b^ccto.     lie  olalxao  that  evei'y  cotual  entlly  has 
conceptual  pi'GiicnEloiUi  {o£  otcriuil  objects),     liluio, 
for  ..liitei:..e€ui,   "reeliiitiB''   (in  one  of  ti:c  tl^ee  senses » 

Cat*  Eiecis,  p,  177)  ore  not  tac  ultimate  co  ., -;-• 

Ihcrc  are  2.  ^^^  .^SflllMft  (Mnstitutlve  of 

actual  entities). 

V/itb  referenoe  to  the  eternal  otjccte,  it  ic  to  be 
noted  that  their  prlinordl&l.  cirrlsafeiront ,  in  God, 
provides  a  fixed  i>ttttern,  t.hlch  la  ^neral  outline, 
all  feelers  nust  foUov..     Lima,  while  any  "xccler"  nay 
oJMoee  vaa-iouQ   ut-^rtlculro.^  aotiviticc,  cortain  geeaercj., 
basic,  tirea  t^o  nof  Mrry.     '-.-cy  cj7c   "nccccciBry" 
becroise  they  e^e  tho  only  available  pattern  to  golde 
the  activity  of  an  aotucl  entity, .     In  this  way 
llhit^Mad  avoids  tie  claita  tli^.t  le»;e  (i.e.   aniformitles 
In  nature)  ore  the  raere  t.rbitrei*y  tvhlzas  of  flujces  of 
feeling;. 


(1)  Cf«  G«  ilartchcme,   "On  Sone  Crlticlssis  of  liQiltehcad's 

i  hilo  GO  ]  ^hi  c  r  1  Kevi  ew 
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For  VzMtchcnd,  the  ultlnrt*  •oo^poneuto  of  the 
lanlvcree  ( apart  fron  the  etcr;:.-:!  otjOccte)  ore  not  "bits 
of  fccllnc  OP  "nlnd  Gt\ifr''  ooreenln^  al>OTit  in  a  hap* 
hazaird  fashion.     All  foelln^o  ore  feeling  of  (op  ty) 
a  feelep.  In  cccordruioc  rdth  a  ccptcln  pattern  (eterncl 
oljjeot),     An  acturJ.  entity  nast  follow  cone  pattern. 
Only  ccrtr.ln  pctterns  ere  pporlded,  for  choice,  l)y 
Goa.»8  prinordlrJL  natrire.     Therefore,  there  is  no  imrely 
accidental  order  nrjilfeBt  in  the  T«>rld, 

This  onphaois  on  the  fact  that  the  haeio  reel 
tlilncc  in  the  universe  ore  actual  er.tlticc  (selves. 
In  tlxc  serjse  iiidioatcd)  differentiates  Whiteiiead  fron 
those  T/ho,  T/hlle  clrlnln^  to  account  for  selves,  believe 
that  tlie  ultinatc  elenento  ore  "feelings"  (oentier.ce) 
nhioh  sonehoT/  conijomid  thenselvoo,      (It  is  to  "be  noted 
that  the  outcome  of  this  process  would  be  &  nere 
a^gBgreeation,  not  a  ^-cnuinc  unity.) 

Ihcre  is  the  furtlier  difference,  that  ifhlle  noct 
panpoyoMctfi  record  the  data  of  sense,  as  the  "external 
appearance"   (1)  of  feelings,  trhich  rre  the  rerl  thiiigsj 
Ihltcliead  records  sense  data  as  feeling-  cenulne 
cor.poncr.tc  of  r.cturl  entities-  not  to  be  rclecr.tcd  to 


(1)  Cf.  C.  A,  Strong  The  .  of  ».  tcec 
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the  linbo  of  norc  appcfcranee. 

'xliii:!  Iti   lio\7cvcr,  a  dli'i'lcult^r  connected  vlth 
Whitehead's  tLeory,th,&t;  the  "]feeler"  Ic  an  •mergent 
txoa   its  procesB  o£   feeling,   ilils  ivould  seen  to  laply 
thGt  \7hile.  diirln^  ctost  of  the  process  of  feeling,  a 
subject  ea  a  center  of  feeling,  is  ciddin^  dc.ta  to  itcelf 
(thereby  erecting  itself),  yet  in  the  initial  8t(V7C8  of 
the  dcvclopocitt  of  an  actucJL  entity  there  is  no  suliject; 
prehecdlxi^.  'xhere  are  only  prehensions  (by  no  sub^iect), 
nhloh  ewutbam  generate  a  subject;  and  then,  as  the 
process  coeB   on,  tliis  subject  adds  to  it£;clf  (or  cs 
Whitehead  se^s  'creates  itself").  On  the  basis  of  this 
interpretation  it  iai^i.t  be  objected  that  v>hi teheed, 
like  Stirong  is  app&rentljr  ftSBUmlng  that  nltinetcly  the 
self  is  generated  by  tlie  conpoiaidiixg  of  fceliiiSi;,  In 
tliic  proccBc,  at  one  sto^c,  there  is  as  yet  no  self— 
aoting  as  agent  (or  unifier).  It  aeecui  tlien  that  one 
nlfi^t  object  that  V.hitelicad^s  analysis  of  an  ccturl 
entity  into,  self,  subjective  fom,  and  data  ohotild 
be  enlarged  to  note  tlds  detail  of  the  process, 

Whitehead's  probable  answer  to  criticism  of  this 
sort  Dic^ht  i7ell  be  expressed  thus:  At  any  noacnt  of 
observatlOA  ne  find  «a  aotual  entity  to  be  oomposed  of 
a  self  in  process  of  self-creation,—  i-ov;  tlic  self  could 
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arlee  out  of  "selfleBB"  f«cllxk,c  is  a  dlalcctictjJL 
auectlon  urMclx  need  not  concern  vlb  anyioGre  tLrxi  v;c  need 
v/orr^  about  tLo  ori^iu  or  the  v/orld  (in  the  old  "flrot 
Qocent  of  creation"  scitoe ) »     ^iCtxxnJL  entitico  cJxm^a 

seem  to  nave  tl^e  'autject"  j^L&ae^     ii'here  It  ic, -It 

l8  not  v/ortli  t;hlle  raeTcl ng  one's  trclnu  trying  to 
figure  out,  hot/,-  what  actually-  is,  — is  poesilDlc  (I.e. 
in  the  scoxsG  of  trylnti  to  convince  ouraeilvce  tLc.t  it 
la  loclctJJ^  or  aetaph^slerl^y  poBeible)^     *^ter  all, 
uetaph^slos  for  WMtehead^  and  most  of  iic  iu  our  non- 
"pacxulo-x^ationcllctlo"  mocients,  is  a  matter  of 
dcBcrlptlve  ecncrcllties#     i-e  observe  and  deecrite 
the  \uilvcrse«     onl^  In  opjt  dognatio  isooents,  do  \re 
try  to  claim  that  becuuiie  a  bit  of  experience  doesn't 
fit  our  CGtc£;orloe,  therefore,  it  nuet  be  denied  reality. 

It  1&  nov  neoee^iary  to  turn  to  the  usual  crlticlaos 
ot  panpsychlsQ*     Uiey  arc  reducible  to  the  dlstresslnelsr 
simple  stutci^ent;      "pani ayohlsn  simply  lanH  uo»"     Its 
exposition  is  attractive;  it  apparently,   solves  mexiy 
problems,  yet  it  lias  an  air  of  charming  Ixuii^bQ^  about 
it  which  roxiders  the  po^iltion  incredible*     S^e  theory 
is  not  vcJLidatcd  by  experlenoo* 

iacponents  of  any  forn  of  epistenoloelcal  durillsa, 

object  tliat  rm  do  not  have  exact  knov/led^e  of  other 
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tMn^  In  the  direct  tro^   (I.e.   traaeicr  of  content) 
iriiloh  tiMtehcad  olalma. 

Other  otijcctors  to  paapsychiam  algltt  Bu^^et  th&t 
since  (for  Tarloue  r— onii)  «•  do  not  have  real  Icncm- 
led^  of  y±BX  we  ocll  otir  "selves"  (Bqim:     I  never  ncet 
agr  self  -  only  sttOMitions},  it  is  Eibsurd  to  interpret 
other  eiitltiee  in  thmam  anpj^aedly  yalid  teiTis,  iThich 
in  reality  are  only  &u%po8itione»     iiowerer,  laost  critics 
would  ad:J.t  that  the  "BO->ocJLled"  self  Les,  or  is 
OM^Osed  of,  feeling. 

It  seens  to  tlxe  \7rlter  that  the  croz  of  the  discussion 
as  to  the  validity  of  paiq^fliyehiaai  centers  about  tlxe 
legitisiaqjr  of  ar^uin^  in.  ^  priori  fcshion;     since  I  am 
a  real  entitgr  and  ogr  nature  is  of  a  certain  sort, 
therefore,  all  other  real  entities  niist  liave  tlie  saaie 
j^aneral  sort  of  nature*     If  this  principle  l>c  accepted, 
any  doubt  rx>  to  how  we  ahr.ll  intei*prct  tlxe  evidently 
BOik-Beehanieal  belxavior  of  the  ulti:aate  elencnts  of 
so-called  jaatter,  will  be  set  at  rest*   (1)     Wlxi teheed, 
on  oooasion,  uses  the  arguiiwit  vttter  diseossicju 
iiowever,  tlie  easex.tial  spirit  of  his  iihilocophy  is  on 
the  side  of  an  appeal  to  imnitiftn  Moae  «zparie:ice« 


(1)  One  wovLLd  not  cvui  need  to  c^ictl.  to  ••hltchcrd*s 
C-""'      that  t-    -■         -•'    ^      -•"  --    -    ^:.    ^2  rre  .rcceiit 

1^  oxper.  \^acrvction. 
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It  nniBt  te  reneatcrcd  tlir.t,  xill  ',  ,     :JLtcLe&d 

bellcvco  cJ.1  principles  (crtccorlcB)   nxc  only   "descriptive 
£:cnc3reJ.ltleB",  dcccrlptlons  of  tic    ^-..crrl.  c)  rToter- 
lctlcB  nanlfcBted  "by  componento  of  tI.o  iinlvcrrc,   r.n 
noted  and  recorded  by  ordinary  nen,  "uncoriMrted  "by 
netaphj/BlcG, 

hn  apperJ.  to   "ooiuaaa  sense"  Is  dan^i-ovs.     oone 
of  Its  content  changes  fron  a^s  to  o^c,     notrerer.  Its 
endxirliv;  dr>tR,  netiiods  and  -unlvcrcc  of  dlscoxirse  ere 
accepted,  reco^^sed  and  tised  by  nil  noxoal  IndlvldurJ^* 
Ihis  tlien  Is  tlic  "basis  for  any  crltlcisn  wMch  nay  "be 
offered  of  whitehead's  or  any  other  philosophy. 

In  the  vlerr  of  ordinary-  connon  sense  experience, 
there  Is  much  tliat  cannot  "be  described  In  terns  of 
panpsj'chlsn.     lorhrps  this  Is  due  to  the  thorou,[:;ht':olne 
Indoctrination  by  the  physicists  of  the  prrt  three 
centiirles.     It  seeos  very  natural  to  bcllere  XiivXi 
(a)  natter  Is  not  livljic*   l«e»   the  possessor  of  feelings 
(howerer  tlic  tern  may  be  stretched  b^rond  its  usual 
nsealn^:);   (b)  therefore,  there  Is  no  Justlfloetlon  for 
the  clcln  th^at  all  real  thlnca,   sliice  they  nrc  rcrj. 
must  hr.ve  the  same  ec8e:'.tlcl  characteristics. 

It  oust,  hot7cvex^,  be  reiasntered  that  progress  In 
many  fields  has  been  hindered  by  a  c  Ic  apperj,  to 
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"•eaiaon  ••jase"*     In  the  face  of  the  leti^ltlnate  pcji* 

ion 

p^ychletlc  objectc  tho.t  (a)  w«  are  apt  to  "be   InTlueiioed 
by  pcu3t  prejudlc«a  and  (ii)  usln^  aa  IntelleotucJ.  short 
out  we  oojiBldcr  only  "msusa  effeot",  (C)  th&t  8o-ctlled 
pl^'oloel  atoms  oey  be  nore  psyohlc  than  we  euppooe,- 
one  mcy  be  forced  to  gXt%   a  provlcioxuJ.  tissent*  One 
nay  adrilt  that  ac  fcr  as  wo  can  Jud^e,  the  Interaction 
of  the  ultinatc  oo-crJJLed  "physlcrl"  components  nny  be 
better  interpreted  In  terns  of  felt  contact  md  transfer 
of  enere^,"   thr«n  by  aamgrnlxig  thst  they  tore  nlnature 
billl&rd  b&llB  coning  toother,  for  no  {::ood  reason, 
■under  the  Inexplicable  Infliience  of  the  Iv.vi   of  gravitation. 
It  Is  to  be  noted  ti.at  tills  conclualon  woiild  be  rcrxsLcd 
ea  a  re&xilt  of  observation  and  reflection  on  It* 

Sappoae,  then,  it  is  granted  that  psychic,  inter- 
related entities  con  explain  far  more  phenoiaena  than 
the  fanilior  dead  ph;>sioal  atons*  iaaiprose  tliat  tliere 
Is  no  quastiou  of  tixe  fact  that  entities  ncnifect 
"concern".  This  does  not  neon  that  such  a  state  of 
mind  TTOuld  constitute  conpletc  acceptance  of  panpaychlsm, 
(as  forrmlated  by  tOiltohead).  '£he   "nalTe"  exponent  of 
"ooiacton  sensa"  wlcdon  nny  t/ell  point  out  that  tl.erc  are 
still  many  events  in  tlie  universe  vrhlch  arc  not  desorib- 
able  in  V^hitchcj.^'8  oatagorlee,-  as  coi.uldercd  to  date. 
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ttbeu  I  loolc  at  a  table,  I  tun  uot  eirare  of  a  eeotion  or 
oompoxieiit  phcj^e  of  tixo  tabic  becoulji^  a  ooaponent  dattun 
of  SQr  presiding  ocotulon  (I.e.  li^   e£;c  at  the  Boment). 
Sjf  the  act  of  perception,  I  bcc  &.  tfible  over  there. 
Hiere  Is  no  erxorlciiced  trausfer  of  content  from  the 
table  to  no.     Thus  xny  Inraedlate  experience  of  the  table 
oazmot  be  described  in  the  pnnpsychl.stlc  terms  of 
kliltchead's  doctrine  of  ''ob;;eotlflcetlon''.     It  is  true 
that  V/hltehead  has  rorrnilatod  a  careful  pnd  exacting 
dellneatioji  of  the  process  by  which,  over  a  brief 
diuratlon,  drta  co:ie  from  the  oooi^onent  actual  entitles 
of  the  society  which  lo  the  table,   through  tlae  nedlun  of 
successive  objeotificatlona,  iXotis  a  "personal"  social 
strand  of  acturJ.  entitles  flrosi  my  skin  to  zny  presiding 
occasion,    CI) 

One  ral^t  acccp  t  all  this  as  bel^ig  an  adegoip.te 
description  of  certain  phases  of  a  very  complex  situation, 
'iiiic  process  aakes  ponclble  the  ect  wldch  we  cnll 
"seeing  the  table".       lut  t:>e  point  I3  thlg:     the  actual 


(1)  Ihuc  it  seenc  tlift  tlioia^  evcrj   actxuJ.  entity  spreads 
out  over  the  univcne,  it  exerts  onlj'  c.  vai::ue  iiifluence 
in  rc;;;ions  distaiit  from  tixe  center  of  its  life.     If 
rich,   '-definite"  ^      "   ia  to  be  t  -        —   fron  < 

actual  entity  to  ,  tiiis  is  Li  iished 

tl^e  centers  of  the^ic  actual  entities  jaoent. 
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•rent  (of  seeiiic   the  table),  no  epcT>erlenced(not  eb 
anal^^od  to  ahov/  Lor  oertciji  cojad.-     ji  ractore 
occurred)  cannot  "be  deccriljod  t.u   the  trttnsfer  of  jjixt 
of  tii«  table  (l*c«  a  brown  feeling  and  a  "eh&pe" 
feoliue),  liito  tiic  life  of  tii©  preiiendlii^  subject  vthe 
observljic  c^o)*  'azuo  tlie  table  cocios  T/ltlila  the  focus 
of  the  ego'c  &ttentlcix«  however,  contrary  to  the 
theory  of  obJeotification.-Lue  table  does  not,  in  the 
perceptiTe  uot,  as  exoerlenoed.  cea£;e  to  be  on  object 
out  there  and  becooe  SSB^  data  within  the  life  of  the 
perceiving  ei,x>«  In  otiior  words,  the  act  of  perception 
as  we  experience  it,  ccainot  be  analyzed,  without  residue, 
into  the  infinite  complex  of  minute  actuulitieo  which 
we  find  to  be  conditioning  factors* 

ho  doubt  an  appeal  to  ''comiaoii  sense"  in  the  realm 
of  perceptual  experience  is  about  the  most  efficient 
aethod  of  raising  a  netapbysioal  hornet's  ni;L.t,  yet 
discovered,  however,  there  is  a  cou:.iOn  t^pc  of 
perceptual  experience  and  a  coaaBOQ,  understandable, 
non^oetaphysict:!  wa^  of  describing  that  experience* 
ulthin  this  coiitext.  I  tiilnk  that  it  is  correct  to  ocy, 
the  sinplo  act  of  perception  is  not,  c.l  naively 
experienced, —an  exeapllfioation  of  the  doctrine  of 
"objectific&tion"*  It  is  true  that  the  act  (process) 
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of  peroeptlon  ::xc^  be  uoiLe  po8Qibj.c   (or  conditioned}  by 
a  complex  prooeos  of  objootlfloatlon,  on  the  part  of 
minute  aotu&l  entities  stretching  I'ror  the  ao-onlled 
object  to  the  e^o.     In  other  norde,   V.Mt^oad*o 
oonoepts,   no  far  cont>idered,  do  not  oecn  to  apply  to 
certrdn  "lansc  effects",  fxa  ouch,-  of  \rhf\t  conoclvnbly 
aay  be  tiae  rccult  of,  or  ooidJtloned  tir  tlie  tictlvltleo 
of  actual  entitles. 

In  view  of  tills  dloouaslon  of  percci^tlor. ,  nl^^it 
:!t  not  be  vdise  to  ndnlt  that  there  lo  a  type  of 
relatlonchlp  v/hlch  Is  not  deocrlbable  In  terns  of 
"objoctlflccitlon".    (1)     'i-licre  is  apparently-,   to  scy  the 
least,   a  distinct  dlffex>once  betrecn  tho  e3cperlence  of 
the  -transfer  of  a  feeling  of  an^er  from  noment  to 
aooent  in  one's  e .o  experience  (i.e.  objectlfica-llon) 
sad  tho  perception  of  e  table,   at  a  moment  of  experience* 
Jm  a  matter  of  fact,   V;hltehead  Is  tvell  omre  of  this 
dlfflciilty.     His  doctrine  of  "prcsentctlonp-l  Irnnedlacy" 
Is  foroulcted  to  meet  this  problem, 

l.liltehead  emphaBlzes  the  f&et  that,  in  tl\e  act  of 
porception,  the  presence  of  a  sonoe  datum  in  "the 


(1)   i.e,   "ob J eotlf lection"  In  its  xlb\ie1  sense,     II   ^r 
..ever,   to  be  noted  tLt.t  ti-c  tern  io  driven  a  di  .t 

■'-■  c  •  '  ■                   ■'       ■             '  '  o  tho 

ar-'*--t— w> —  .      -w.^  Tollc.  ... — -^  . — -^v..^sion 

end  J^m  U,  3  and  ^>e  llt,v    '  p.  100. 
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experience  of  c  cub^cct  ocruiot  Lc  coustzued  as  the  Dimple 
ot  J  edification  of  tl.e  actiuil  ejitlty  to  which  In  ordlncxy 
s;cech  tie  ascribe  that  sense  datom  as  a  qtiallty,"  (1) 
Indeod,  soiaethln^  aor«  ooiapllcated  nnd  nxdte  different, 
aottuvUy  hr.vpona, 

In  analysis  of  on  experience  of  tactile  sencr.tlon, 
reveals  the  rnrlouc   factors  vrhlch  Whitehead  discovers 
In  the  act  of  perception  (of  any  i-ort)-— the  factors 
and  functions  v;lilch  he  "dcccrlbes"  In  his  theory  of 
"presentation^;!,  imnodlacy".  In  feeling;  a  stone,  the 
••OflW  "datura  transnittod  from  the  stone  beooinos  the 
tcuch-feollnc  la  the  hand,  but  it  preserves  the  vector 
^laraoter  of  Its  orit*ln  from  the  stone  •  She  touoh- 
feellng  In  tlie  hand  with  this  vector  origin  fron  the 
stone  is  transmitted  to  the  percipient  In  the  brain. 
2hus  the  final  perception  Is  the  perception  of  tlie 
stone  through  the  touch  In  the  har^d,"  (2) 

In  tlie  terms  of  e  norc  tochnlcrJ.  anal^^cls,  what 
talces  place  Is  tlils:   ".^eiisa  derived  fron  "bodily 
activities  In  the  pc^t  arc  precipitated  upon  regions 
In  the  ooiiteaporary  world,"  (3) 

It  is  of  cotirEC  evident,  froa  Khltehcad's  previous 


iH  t,%?'  ''^^  '  -^  waft  ^fiJA^     p.  100 

(*:)   Ibid     p,    j.^^. 

(S)  A,  K,   i-liltchcad,  snrea  of  Ideas       p,  314 
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expoeltlon,   that  there  Is  nothing  crbltrarj'  atout  tiils 
preolpltPtlon  (or  "cynbollc  reference"  to  the  extori:tl 
world  by  the  nedluri  of  experienced  data  (1)).      Ihc 
aanauQ  wlJ.ch  a  "preBidlng  ooct  iiion''   (eubjtc^  or  cjoJ 
e~i)erlencea  at  the  present  noment,  la  derived  directly 
("by  otjectification,   i.e.    "causal  efficacy")  frou  a  ^aet 
bodily  occasion.     Ihls  pas^t  bodily  occtinlon  derived 
thlB  identical  aensum  from  one  of  the  now  past  entities 
which  fonaed  a  port  of  the  ei^durlng  ijoclety  to  v/liich 
the  senscon  is  now  attributed,     'j-his  le  ell  btecd,   of 
course »  on  the  r^currtlon  thct  tiie  conteniorrry  entity 
to  which  the  datun  is  now  pro;}ected,  hae  rctrlned  the 
oeaiBoa  ehar&cter  of  the  society  of  which  it  is  one 
BMoibcr.   CShe  entity  v/hich  provided  data  for  qy  past 
bodily  entity  is  anotlicr  nenbcr  of  tliie  ocjne  society, 
wliich  cj-idureo  tiiroi:i^  time.)     In  this  •eose,  according 
to  Vihiteherxl,   there  is  nothing  arbitrary  or  prestiaptuous 
in  pro^cctlne  the  subject's  experienced  datua  into  the 
contcaiorary  r/orld. 

Jjurther  dcttxils  of  this  oituation  rmat  xiov  be  noted. 
tiMtciieed  takee  fp^eat  ptons  to  emphasize  the   "sejit^c  of 
derivation  iron  the  body'   v;hlch  oooMBpanles  all  our  data. 


(1)   Cf.  i.:isB  D.I;.i!ar.iot,    wMtchcrd'e  ^  ojA'C  of  Cr^ ;:  ;i1g: 

p.    " ' "-7 
(£)  Cf.  ;..  2i.   UMtchcPA,  ^  -A  Life       p.   34-6 


Urn  notes  v/lth  approvf-L,  pusse^es  In  x/cooartco  cjid  i  vj  :C 
in  wLich  thlD  fact  ia  noted  ("but  tlien,  unfoirunatcly, 
dlorcL'arded),   (1)     In  other  words,  khltohcrA  otreaoes 
the  olclm  that  in  our  ordinary  experic^.cc  ;;o  tu.x  i.\rnxc 
or  data  ae  derived  fron  otir  bodico,  not  fron  tic  o-tt -:.{ J. 
( contcnporcry )  v/orld  to  t/liich  these  drta  pxc  inputed  or 
projected,  or  "tronsnutod"  (2),     ihe"feellji5  of  efficacy" 
v/hioli  acenis  to  indicate  the  direct  initiative  of  the 
environnont  in  tJie  perceptive  act,   is  Itkev/ioc  pro- 
jected, ^M&t  as  sense  are. 

aaiie  ti-eorjr  that  data  ere   "projected"  is  supported, 
in  'i.hitcLctui's  opinion,  ty  reference  to  the  feeling  of 
imoertcinty  as  to  tlie  validity  of  oiar  orm  pcroeptoal 
experience,     mtuure  ia  alvsys  the  va^jae  sense  that  our 
experience  of  contenporary  events  uoy  bo  illusory,  due 
to  tlic  activity  of  the  subject,     \ihitehead»s  attitude 
to  tiiiB  general  situation  mejr  be  cunr.nriscd  tlms: 
"Double  vision,  and  ine^uss  due  to  reflexion  nnd  re- 
ftraotion  of  licht,  ohOT7  that  the  appeeranoe  of  regions 
Bsy  be  ouite  irrelevant  to  the  happening  irithin  re^jions. 
Appearances  (data)  are  finally  controlled  "by  tlio 
functioning  of  tlie  aninal  body,     liicBe  functioning 


l1)  Cf,  ^-#  1..  d,  iroccss  c:id  i^crlit^'^     p»  1£5 

[l:)  Cf,   Ibid     _.  --> 
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end  tnc  JiappenJLnos  t;ltliln  the  contemporai^  reglMft  acy 
both  derived  Tron  a  connion  past,  iilchl^  rclcvtjit  to 
both*     It  is  thereby-  pertinent  to  auk,  vhethcr  the 
iftplwftT   body  end  tlie  exteriicl  reclone  crc  not  attujicd 
tO£^tiier,  CO  tliat  under  nomuxl  circuristmcec;  the 
appearances  conforn  to  natureo  within  the  regions. "(1) 

It  Is  to  "be  noted  t]:ct  tl.c  Inputatlon  or  i^rojccticn 
of  data  Is  directed  by  tlie   "ntrriln  feeling"  of  tlic 
Toeal  regions".     In  other  v'ordc,  in  tlie  terns  of  tliC 
stone  perception  analogy,-  the  vector  reference  to  the 
Bourcc  of  the  touch-feeling,  ml^^iit  be  trcnBlri.ted,- 
"straln  feeling"   (vector  reference  to)  of  focal  region 
(locxLS  of  stone },     );hitehee&  also  applicc  c   special 
tern  to  the  bodilj^  occasions  which  provide  data  for 
tii«  preuidin^;  occasion*     he  ter::8  such  an  occasion 
th«  "seat"  of  tiie  perceived  'fcelliies"  (scree  data). 

It  nuat  be  renetnbercd  that  this  conplict.Lcc  j,.rcces8 
Qt  "presentational  inmediacy"  is  required  by  Whitehead 
In  his  description  of  tlxe  act  of  perception,  becsuse 
of  hlB  belief  that  the  conteniwrery  world  cannot  be 
directly  perceived*     In  ci.ort  an  eottial  entity  cen 
only  be  avrare  of  its  onn  component  data  («:)  as  such, 
or  as  referring  to  cone  cxtemrJL  region. 


(1)  A.  ii.   whitehead,  A^TWlirfg  of  l^m9      »•  ^^ 

cl:ets  nJ 


£trac}:cts  nine* 
(£)   Cf,   aihesis     p.     33 
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l.iiltciicod's  doctrine  of  "preoentctioruil  Innedlccy" 
does  aeei.  to  find  cupport  (in  the  caoon  Indlontcd) 

In  the  ordliiciry  exjjcrlence  of  nen,  rho  pre  •uncorrupted 
by  netapbj'Blcal  blcc.     liot/ever,  tLerc  cjce  oertnln 
otjcctione  rrhlch  nny  "be  "brought  c-CT^-lnnt  it-  nlso  on  the 
basis  of  ordineiry  experience. 

Ihere  ore  those  irho  find  it  difficult  to  accept 
IVhltehead's  cl.':in  that  aensa  data  nre  r.pproprir.tod  ac 
"feeling's"  from  tiie  life  of  the  actual  entitles 
composlnG  the  physlologicfl  etructiirc  of  tJie  "bodj-, 
aihere  is  also  some  Juctiflcntion  for  the  "belief  that 
we  are  directly-  avn^re  of  extcrnrJ.  objects ,  and  that 
this  act  of  av/f^reness  is  not  e:  plicablc  in  teme  of 
ppesentatloncj.  innediacy,     ihat  is  to  soy,-  there  rr© 
not  the  factors  of  "projection"  and  •Hincertainty  en  to 
results",  which  V.liitohcad  ocens  to  dlcoovcr  in  rJ.1 
perceptual  experience. 

It  nlcht  be  pointed  out  tlict  in  perception,  T;e 
pepeelvc  tlirout*^  the  nediun  of  the  bodj',     liovrevcr, 
X  \  c    ^urcoive  (data)  are  not  derived  fron  the  body 
epproprictod  content.     ihrow:h  the  nodiura  of  the 
body  vie  directly  perceive  the  contcnporary  rorld. 
(She  avere^  Intelliccnt  taxtcian  being  can  distinculalh 
between  genuine  apprehensions  of  the  extemcJ.  t;orld  and 
awareness  of  sensa  which  aight  be  Interprotod  falsely' , 


195 
as  bein^        esrtamcl  objects) 

It  will  te  renenbcred  t:    .    ..StcLncxVc  otjoctioa 
to  the  posBlbllity  of  pcrcci  .  tlie  contenporcjy 

world  VAC  l)G»«d  on  the  clclia  thnt  the  entitles  forming 
the  contcaporrjcy  world  could  iio\,  ^.rovlde  data  until 
they  hod  passed  on;     tl^ct  is  to  say  no  contcui-orary 
entity'  could  be  an  object  o£  atwysue— »  (iiiioe  only  a 
past  eiitity  coxild  qucliry,     ihlo  ney  be  true  of  tlie 
minute  conponents,  e»{;«  of  a  table;  but  tLe  ttble.   In 
Its  croaa,  endiiriju^  ui^pect,  docs  not  in  ordinary 
erperlence  xmderco  the  drastic  choii^s  which  charact- 
erise the  life  of  acturl  entitiee,  a,  there  s( 
no  re r con  T.-i-i   c;.  contcr-iporary  t£.ble  al^t  not  be  rJLi&ost 
ioctedlately  perceived  (ellov/in^  for  a  short  tine  ccp)t 
since  it  docsji*t  as  such,  pei'ish  In  an  liistant.     On  a 
certain  level  of  leliis,  i.e.   that  of  our  ordinary 
eacperienoe,  a  table  eoduz^s  for  laajqy  years*     It  can  be 
directly  perceived,  even  thou^  it  reauiree  a  brief 
aoaent  for  the  ncurtl  curreutB  to  pass  froa  e^e  to 
brain*     !iihe  table  doesn't  change  in  a  mottent  of  tine 
nor  need  it  pa&s  cut  of  cslsteooe  as  a  condition  of  its 
perceptior.*     ir'urtl.er,     while  on  ocoaiiion  we  loay  be  aware 
of  an  \incfcrtr.inty  as  to  the  validity  of  a  pereeptive  act, 
generally  speaklnc  there  is  a  sense  of  direct  awareness 
9t  an  extcmrl  object* 
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Zhtt  Inaoour&tc  torn   of  expression,  noted  aod 

disctiBsed  on  pa^^e   21, Thesis   »   in  which  Vihltehoed  refer* 

to  "seofie  data"  as  etern&l  objects,  1b  i<_      .od  In  his 

Aesoriptlon  of  "presentational  Inmediaoy".   (1)     'x'he 

■MM  ooanentsi  laade  there  arc  gXbo  apjylic^-.blc  horo* 

Ozie  ml^lit  also  question  iiMtehecd's  doctrine  of 

the  hunan  self  (ego),   i.e.  au  hcln^  a  per&onal  society 

of  successive  actual  entitles*     lo  sone,  the  felt 

identity  of  selfhood  in  the  nidet  of  chcAiTlng 

experiences,   is  not  adequately  dealt  Tdth  "by  V/hltehead* 

laxile  it  Is  true  that  a  person  nay  chan^jc  drastlcrlly 

fron  nonent  to  noncnt,   and  that  xqy  experience  of   "now" 

is  at  least  nwnericolljr  different  fron  that  of  n  cinute 

ego;  yet  it  really  does  soeci  that  ti:.cre  io  c,  nore 

profound  sort  of  identity,  over  a  loncer  period  of 

tine  (i.e.   over  many  suooMislTe  durations,  rt-Uxcr 

thrji  merely  over  ti  c  ojie)   t'  on  Wliitenead  would  tui-.^^• 

(This  point  is  "brought  out,  in  extreac  fom  by  x,    .eics,) 

U) 
The  sme  general  sort  of  objection  ui,:jiit  bo  applied  to 

hxs  analysis  of  the  co-OLjJLed  enduring  ptiaraloel  object* 

A  Platoniijt  ciifoht  oeJce  objcotion  to  Whitoiieod's 

trertnent  of   "Ideas"   (etemrJ.  objects).     It  i£J  at  least 

oonoely&ble  that  they  ai^t  exist  (or  subsist),  with 


;i)  Cf,  A*  H,   Vihiteheftd,  Proeeae  und  hcality     p.  100;  475 
,2)  2r»  Ueiss  in  -i-hllc  for  -'-,  1^.    >aiitchoad 

p.  IV'  -. 
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detemlned.  rclailoxuJL  essence,  apart  from  tLe  action  or 
God*  Uiere  also  secos  no  a  priori  reason  v/hy  they  could 
not  lufpresa  In  portloular  aottial  entltlen,  rrlthoxit  'bciiv;: 
JMoeasaril,^  Inclixdcd  In  God'u  prinorulcl.  nt.tiare»  In 
other  wordii,  is  it  necGSBory,  on  the  "baaia  of  e:^perleiice, 
to  daia  that  eternal  o'bjcots  nust  T)c  shepherded  under 
the  wtne  of  the"ontolo£:lcal  principle"? 

Xhere  Is  a  furtiier  prcbltto  as  to  the  nct\ure  of 
data*  iLastbetlct  12y  Inclined  individuals  assiore  us 
that  tlxese  crualitlcs  are  "properly  descrltablc  as 
feelln^^''*  It  seexos  to  "be  the  deliverance  of  connon 
sense  that  we  feci  (prehond)  oljects,  but  these  objects 
(seixBe  data)  arc  not  feeling.  kJien  I  Lodk.  at  a  red 
table*  I  am  prehending  not  a  red  feeling  (projected) 
but  a  red  piece  of  wood  (or  aore  specif lorJLly  red  paint)* 
Shat  is  the  report  booed  on  "eoiSBiim  seaBe"  experience. 

AS  w©  observe  tiie  most  nlnute  real  entitles,  they 
seem  to  manifest  a  oertcln  vogue  indlvidurlity  of  ootlon, 
ftueh  "behaves"  In  one  way,  rcther  than  another.  At  ths 
pressint  noncut,  at  least,  cuoh  activity  onn  xiot   be 
esQpldned  In  tcmu  of  purely  osohenioal  lasro*  One 
hesitates  to  ascribe  subject  aim  and  subjective  fom  to 
oonceptual  feelings  enjoyed  by  such  actual  entities* 
"ict  tiieoe  terL.e  seen  to  do  more  Justice  to  vjhat 
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aotuulJjr  appccrc  to  li©  ia.^^^..!.^,  tixcji  tiie  nore 
■•oiianicrJ.  concepts  of  traditiorua  ph^elcs, 

iiowover.  It  is  etlll  an  open  q.ue8tlon  as  to  vdiether 
It  misht  not  be  wiser  to  retrln  "paj^ohlc"  terno  for 
definitely  peycMc  phenomena.     .:.us,  wMle  v/c  note 
the  epontaaeltir  and  Interaotloii  nanlfefit  in  the  nost 
alnute  "pLi'SiocO.  entities",  nl^t  it  not  be  wise  to 
app^y  different  ci-teb-orieo  to  such  activity,'. 

iihe  question  aeouia  to  reduce  itself  to  q  decision 
•a  to  v/hetiier  or  iiot  the  team  "feeling"  is  to  be  used 
in  a  restricted  or  c:i;wonded  acnBC*     UaJLl  its  usofc-e 
be  limited  to  tiio:     (A)   "tone  of  eniotionia  response", 
or  (B)   "node  of  awirencsc"     In  tlie  e^cperieiicc  of  :-en 
fiuad  lov/er  animals;   oi-  jjx.ould  tiic  terii  Le  u^i'licd  to 
ell  ret'JL  entities. 

i-ersonallj- ,  I  prefer  a  restricted  tuae.     On  that 
basis,   I  find  it  difficult  to  re<:;rrd  all  l.c  dt.ta  of 
my  experience  as  "feclliiijo".     Ihe  tabic   Cd..ta)     which 
Z  sexxiiuously  perceive   ((B)  feel)  aeeus  to  be  eiitircly 
different  in  iiature  fron  tLe   (AjJeclir^'o  of  aiy-^ti^ 
("anger"  feelings)  v.l.ieh  I  have  v/hen  I  bunp  Into  it 
In  tiie  dark.     It  is  true  that  the  table  is  coaijoucd, 
as  far  as  rm  oaa  Jud.je,  of  minute  entities  which 
■anlfeat  certain,  but  not  all,  activities  which  are 
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vacuely  siullrir  to  those  produced  by  "po;.chic"  activities. 
However,  this  apparent  L.inilcritjr  moy  be  deceptive.     In 
any  case,  1  hesitiatc  to  ex^vut  from  filnllar  cifoct  to 
similar  cai.cieE* 

It  is  at  least  possible  to  question  the  vfJ.ldlty  of 
Wiiteliefid's  doctrine  ol'  'objeotification' ,-  oven  cub 
sapposodly  descriptive  of  the  experieiioc  of  the  tjctarJ. 
entity  "cyBclf".     Acconlin^  to  Uiitehecd's  cnal^sls, 
a  fceliijc  is  "traiieferT^d"  fron  one  actnal  entity 
(EJOoeut  of  experience )  to  the  neact  monent  of  eacpericiioe 
(act\ial  eiitity).     It  is  not  clnply  a  cose  of  succci,sive 
aotucJL  eiititiee  exeuijlifyinc  a  cotEaon  oterui-J.  OLject* 
In  the  Y/riter's  opiLilon,  q  nore  correct  euialyeie  of  the 
situation  vrovJLd  be  that,-  in  the  ctice,  e.g.   of  an  ''an^-cr 
feeliiio"  "corXornrJly  t-'.ppropriatod",  it  woiLLd  be  nore 
accurate  to  scy  that  the  seoAe  sort  of  feelin.^.  continues 
to   "v/ell  up''  in  tiic  oxperieiice  of  an  enduring-  pertion. 

An  exfunln&tion  of  Oixe*c  ovm  "ego"  experience 
Bl^t  also  lead  to  a  doubt  of  tixe  absolute  ezactitude 
of  Mil  teheed  *8  disouosion  of  the  procesB  of  prohcnoion* 
In  his  opinion,  the  self-orentin^::  subject  prchcnds  only 
such  data  as  it  chooses  to  absorb  within  ti-e  sphere  of 
its  life.     Yet  it  is  painfully  evident,  at  tines,  that 
certain  data  are  forced  upon  us  .-whctiicr  ve  choose  it 
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or  not. 

It  Is  Intereetliic  to  note  f  i^entli',  in  a 

oensc,  vailtclioed  la  driven  ty  the  principles  of  his 
netaphjTBlcB  to  pcstiilete  that  an  aotut  J.  entity  Id 
reetrloted  to  the  experience  of  Itc  o\m  tcliic  (i.e.  its 
owi  cor.ponent  elenents).     Ihe  dattu-i  t/hich  fji  ccturj. 
entity  rcoeivee  comes  from  otJ»er  outside  entities; 
yet  v/lien  ezpericncod,  this  datun  Is  pca:t  of  the 
constituent  content  of  tiie     rchendinf;  p.cti.rl  c rtiti  . 
It  v;lll  be  resieQ'bered  that  the  entity  v/hich  provided 
a  datus  nost  pass  out  of  existeaoc  before  the  d&trtn  is 
avail&be.     ihis  point  of  vlcv/  is  rJ.80  enphGt;izcd  In 
Vihitehead*B  doetrliie  that  an  actual  entity  never  hr.a 
direct  experience  of  the  conteaporcoiy  world  (beer    l:c 
the  contcnporary  \7orld  has  not  yet  died  and  provided 
a  datun-whlch  is  used  by  tlie  new  entity  as  prjrt  or  its 
coiistltitlve  conten*^).     Ihis  general  position  seeue  to 
contradict  one  of  otir  basic  Intuitions,     iVe  believe 
timt  v/e  arc  directly  at/are  of  other  thinco  (despite  tiie 
"tine  la^"  elenent  In  perception,  and  the  physiolocicrJL 
structure  v;hich  as  a  condltionlnc  factor,  helps  vx2ie 
the  porccpturJL  act  possible);     it  is  our  exi.ericnce  of 
other  thlnt";a,     Uliat  tto  oxi)crienoe  is  not  ncrelj-  cur  otm 
uelf-constitv.tivo  contcjit,  rrhich  raoy  be  unccrtrinly 
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peferrod  to  c.  contemporary  reclon.  that  Is  not  directly 
experienced* 

i^notlicr  abpeot  of  the  6'oneral  problem, -as  to  vliethcr 
all  events  of  cxiierlcnce  cen  "be  deecrlhed  in  terno  of 
actual  entitles,   or  hy  Licioxs  of  cr  Ico  tijjplict.'bl© 

to  octiial.  entiticG,-  eo;:CO  to  the  fore  in  <ihlteixtul'o 
treatment  of  tlic  nr-ture  cf   "ccciction"  or  ••c:  • 

ikccording  to  Uiiitcuccxi.,  uu  ci\,u.ii;^...  i-o^i 
onlii  tiioije  (TualltieB  oxid  chai•tiC^fcrlo^lcii  v/hioh  txc  to 
be  fouad  in  tbm  majority  (or  the  uost  i:  . )  of  Its 

Moponent  actual  entitles*     If  this  theory   is  to  tc 
ta3cen  vith  aLcolute  litercilneBG,  ccrtrin  rather  etrrx.^ 
consequuMee  '.Till  apiwircntly  follow;*     It  will  "be 
neeessary  to  claiin  that  the  tatle  is  sqiiare  "becaxice 
its  component  actuiil  eii.tltles  tanlfcet  or  erceuplif^ 
"squtoreiieBs"* 

Jud^^ln^  by  Wbj.tehend's  preceding  anal^eie,  any 
actual  entitj"  becoaee  square  becaiis©  it  conceptut-lly 
enviaoijes  the  ctcriial  object  "sQuareiicsB"  rnd  then 
excnpliflcs  it*     i»n  enduring  accioty  of  square  aoturJ. 
entities  constitutes  tliO  square  tabic  top  (cuppotiii^ 
the  actual  entities  conccr:i.ed  liad  at  the  saii.o  tlrie 
"decided"  to  exenpllfy  the  etorncl  object  "trood").     It 
is  difficult  to  soe  Jtiat  how  thlo  desorlption  x:li,c  xi.c 
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■boordo  oiui  uallD  tiicri  togetiier  to  foru  tx  s.  table 

top.     One  coiild  so;y  tlict  tiie  cc  jit'ties 

Qiglit  h«re  l>««ii  persuaded  "by  the  nan's  .v.^    .s^   ..cvo. .u 
3<iura'c.     Eov/cvcr,  as  far  as  oxie  caa  deterx-lne ,  the 
coiai>oxient  aoouil  entities  of  the  oblong  boerda  dc  not 
change  tiieir  uinds   laubjoctive  rims)  when  they  beooise 
constituent  ocubers  of  the  cgtuire  tabic  top, — — ihls 
Qsy  seen  to  be  a  too  doeiaatlc  oritlclen.     j.crhaijs.   the 
coi:ji.onent  actual  entities  do  Introduce  ncv/  dccloione 
Into  the  life  of  the  nembers  of  the  "table  constituting" 
soclctiec* 

however,  it  retJJ^  is  somewhat  difficiat  to 
conceive  hovt,  on  the  basis  of  ViMtohead's  i^ostult.tes 
(categories),  one  could  account  for  a  situation  In 
which  varloiis  entities  coupoulnc  a  society ,  co  e 
tO£^tlxer  in  a  i-atter  .ed  luiity,       ihe  pnttc^x^    .^^    uc 
tlie  distinculLhin^;  xealiire  of  the  society.     Yet,  it 
(the  pattern)  ijoy  be  of  the  sort  that  it  is  not,  aa 
auch.  exemplified  in  the  life  of  each  or  o^^  of  the 
coLiiJonent  actual  eutitlce.     -t-ach  rdi;;ht  contribute  its 
share  to  the  rcraization  of  the  prttciii,  Irut  the 
pattern  1&  not  «x«Qpliflad  In  any  ona  aotocO.  «ntl-^« 
Since  Biay  &ociety  ctn  only   Ixuve  chfjracterlGticE  found 
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in  Bome  co.ryonoin:,  ojotMBl  entity  ,-  it   io  evident  that  a 
difficulty  cjrises  at  this  point. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  till  t;  ^L)^ectione  do  not 

teuoli  tlie  baeic  ineichtB  on  x.i^cu   ..aiitciiCGd'a  phlloco£Aljy 
is  ro£'j?ed«     .usccption  io  ttken,  uerel^-  to  tiie  wt^  in 
which  lie  has  attempted  to  Justify  these  insights* 

VihiteLeod  hc£  strcoaed  tJae  ultinatc  plurality  of 
concrete  real  iiiterrelated  perboiia  and  thiii^-s,   existing 
In  a  changing  world  v;liere  choice  arucee  a  difforenoe. 
Inhere  ideals  lure  and  cood  coaes  out  of  evil.     In  this 
he  egresses  the  profoimdest  convictions  of  ia«n  vhen 
they  ere  not  befuddling  thonselves  v/ith  tlie   "pipe 
drears"  of  ultrciophistlcated  Lietaph^slcs.     Vihitehead 
•haaplosjB  i>oor  nalicned   "co:_ion  t^exxse*'   (by  which  we 
live)  againat  those  who  find  oole  reality  in  a 
ehaofreleas  world  of  essence,  or  within  the  all  engulf- 
ing mar  of  the  Absoluxo*     Ho  explodes  tluC  decadent 
bubble  of  tlie  self-enr£.ptL-rc(i-tationrJ.isri,  which  v/oiild 
force  rejuLity  into  the  pirocniateen  IMd  of  life-denjin^ 
categories*     lie  denies  thfit  distlnetiona  la  ttaooght 
(i.e.  one  concept  Is  not  another  concept)  oonctitute 
en  absolute  separation  of  thlc^rc     i/hltehead  refuses 
to  believe  that  a  "logloal"  contradiction  ic  a 
ecULamity  in  the  universe* 


Despite  hio  recociiltioii  ox    uiic   i.li.  Into 

wliloh  a  p&eu£Lo-r]:).tiourJ.lam  has  led  Ito  borvidcU-cd 
devoteoo^  Vdiltehoiid  Is  pre  to  uss  a  chttotcned 

recsoii,  enlightened  h^   exaulnatlon  of  Liatters  of  fact,- 
In  tlie  formula  lion  of  a   "loclcfl  coherent  ncceosary 
systou  of  {jenernl  Ideas  which  eri)reB8  tlie  principles 
•xenpllfied  In  nil  tlie  nctlvltlee  of  the  tmlveree. 

The  ^-TTlter  has  found  It  noccssary,  on  the  "basis  of 
an  exanliir.tlon  of  his  ovm  "self"  experience  end  his 
eacpericnce  of  phjeiotl  ohjects  and  other  peroons,  to 
question  certain  of  the  details  of  VThltehead's 
•oipoeltlon.      It  seems  that  V(hltehead,   In  hlo  effort  to 
prove  the  validity  of  the  principles  which  I.g  hr-R  dln- 
oovered  In  ccrtrln  recoLltlcc,  has  "been  too    ;    xroiis  in 
his  SLScrlption  of  then  to  all  i^enlltles.     Ills  'basic 
insight  that  persons  and  things  are  existent 
indepeodently  of  each  other  (in  r.  ccrtrln  sense),  jet 
are  nnitur'Uy  interrelated  (in  rji  cqurJ-ly  Ip.portrjit 
sense)  nay  be  granted.     Yet,  it  is  not  necessary  to 
justify  this  inalp;ht  (hased  on  ohserved  natter  of  fact) 
"by  the  tl.coiy  that  the  Interaction  is  in  tertio  of  the 
tranefor  of  feeling  (content)  aiid  that  the  intei*nal 
nature  of  cU.  reel  entitles  is  subject,  dr.ta,  subjective 
form  and  cJLn  (Just  as  the  internrj.  nt.ture  of  an  "ego"  Ic). 
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In  his  refusal  to  attrltut©  all  ""brute"   (or  tMj/ 
at  all  in  the  oacc  of  God»o   '  r^ilrl  nattire")  porer 

to  CJod,  e  i>ovrcr  directed  by  a  detclled  pirn  of  action,- 
vailtcheRd  l8  Ui.holdlnc  tlic  Judenent  of  reli^otir     r: 
who  survey  the  amazing  mirttirc  of  f^ood  nnd  evil  cvento 
vhloh  go  to  nirJc©  up  a  do^-  of  the  world's  Iiistoi-y.     In 
refusing  to  read  God  out  of  the  riniveroe,  or  to  asclcn 
Ma  to  a  Borely  ciacritvis  position  (as  did  Lucretius ),- 
■hitehead  is  onco  a^iraln  vcicinc  the  deei^est  InsioiitB 
0^  Bcnklnd*     Ec  does  thlo  in  the  face  of  a  generation 
which  espoused  Hunaoien,  found  It  eiiallor;  (or  hasn't 
yet)  and  tui'ned  to  the  "laj'stcriun  treccndun"  of  Ctto 
and  Barth.     In  Vdiiteheed's  case,  Ck>d  in  not  rm  exception 
to  all  eatogories,  nor  la  he  the  ell  -pov;erful  "fount 
of  grace".     God  needs  man  (and  otlier  actual  entities) 
aod  man  needs  God,     Indeed  ^Jxitehead  mi^t  hare  said,- 
I  am  rhat  I  an  throiidti  the  grace  of  God  and  every 
other  actual  entity,  in  so  far  as  it  had  date,  required 
to  meet  tlie  needs  of  rgy  mibjective  ain,  and  it  was 
recognized  and  appropriated  by  ne  (i.e.  the  actual 
entities  coDpo£.ing  ne). 

SSIhltelietvd  docs  not  "fritter"  av/ry  1J.8  tine  xrlth 
a  discussion  of  what  occurred  in  the  distant  past  or 
what  T/-ill  "fce  in  the  distant  future.     In  so  far  ae  euch 


LOG 
mattere  hnrvc  rGlevaiicc,  they  are  considered*     Bat  the 
chief  ooiiccrii  i;:^  \:liL   o  :^»  of  actual  entltlcB, 

as  It   lo  no\7«      It  l8  a  r/orld  of  nany  actarJ.  entlticG, 
growing,  chcji^lri^,  dyinc,  influencing.     It  is  a 

imivcrse  In  which  ideals  "lure",  pjid  wrr" :   is 

"tran&Qtuted"*      ..:  ia  is  the  world  V7C  loaov;,  live  In  and 
cnJo^»     Unlllce  meny  phl3.oocphorcj,  ivhitelxc^  does  not 
soeJ:  to  den^^  its  rcelit^ ,     lie  ctriveo  to  er.r.tle  his 
follows  to  underatand  it,  see  it  as  it  is,     Lot  -until 
philo Gophers  renove  tl^e  self-lnpoocd  "br  j  fron  the 

ejec  of  their  reason,  end  view  the  world  v.i^  it  presents 
itself  to  the  -;£ui  who  auet  live  in  it  tv/entij'  £oxac  hours 
a  dG^-,-  will  they  "be  able  to  discover  the  basic 
principles  niGnifeBt  in  the  univerce.     It  is  true  thr.t 
the   "coEinon  scnee"  empirical  nan  is  often  mistrlcen. 
At  the  same  tlce  he  frequently  is  aware  of  insights 
which  eceape  dlalecticrlly  blinded  e^es* 

in  hlu  c.ddi-cuu   to  'u.c  -.rnerlcan  Philosophical 
AsBoclatlon,  reetinc  at  Karvcord,  iecer.bcr,  IQ^iG,- 
Whitei.eed  declined  cxcliicivd^    to,  perch  on  the  stool 
of  .:..i^..;.^-.icj-.^.„   ,  lovniSB  in  tlic  am  u^uir  of  ^■■f.itionaliso 
or  hover  in  netiilosity  a"bove  tJien.     he  ,  due 

T.'cif^t  upon  both. 

il^ls  is  the  secret  of  tl:e  Phllocophj   of  Ori'ranisn. 
'xhis  is  the  'basis  of  the  oriticcil,  corrective, 
constructive  Influence  v/hlch  /dfrod  Ilorth  Viiitehead 
is  exerting  on  ell  living  thinlvers. 
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